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Letters 


Lord Kelvin, Out of Context? 

Robert Zubrin ( “The Human Factor, ” S eptember 2 1 ) may well be right to 
denythatglobalwarmingposesariskofcatastrophicproblems.Partofhis 
caseforthatdenial, however, restsonstatisticalsleight-of-hand. 

Zubrinsaysthat,overthepast50years,theresultofunconstrainedemis- 
sionofcarbondioxideintotheatmospherehasbeenanincreaseintheglobal 
meantemperatureofonly0.2percent.Thetemperaturewentfrom287Kto 
288K.Heisright — ifyoumeasureglobaltemperaturesontheKelvinscale. 
Butwhydoeshechooseascalethatstartsatabsolutezero? 

In astrobiology, “habitable zone” refers to the region in which a planet 
orbitingitssuncanhaveliquidwater.Planetsoutsidethehabitablezonecannot 
supportlife.Thefreezingpointofwateris273K.Thus,273Kmarksthelower 
boundofanyplausiblyrelevantscalemeasuringchangesinmeanglobalsur- 
facetemperature. (Indeed, itsetsthelowerboundconservatively.) 

Here, then, is the statistical sleight-of-hand. Zubrin employs a scale that 
has the current global mean temperature at 28 8 K. But on that very scale, 
everypossiblemeantemperaturefromOKto273Kisirrelevant.Ifinstead 
wemeasurechangesinCelsius — ascaleonwhichOmarksthefreezingpoint 
of water — we see that the average global mean temperature has increased 
froml4tol5degrees.Thatisanincreaseofabout7percent.Maybethatis 
acatastrophicincrease,maybeitisnot.Butputtingthetemperaturenumbers 
that way at least gives the public a real sense of the scale of the problem. 
Measuringglobaltemperaturesinkelvinsdoesnot. 

NeilA.Manson 
Oxford, Miss. 


Robert Zubrin responds : The average global temperature has increased 

0.6 degrees Celsius over the past 60 years. This is 0.2 percent of the 

absolutetemperature,orlpercentoftherange(-25to+35degreesCelsius) 

experiencedinmyhomestateofColorado,amongmanyotherplaces,inthe 

courseofasingleyear.Ineithercase,itistrivialincomparisonwiththel5- 

percentincreaseintherateofplantgrowthandthe400-percentincreasein 

averageglobalGDPpercapitacausedbytheunconstraineduseofcarbon- 

basedfuelsoverthesameperiod.Moreover,thereisnoevidencetosupport 

the contention that the climate of the 1950s was in any way preferable to 

that of today, let alone the idea that the barely detectable temperature 

increase represents some sort of catastrophe — which it would certainly 

havetobetooutweightheenormousincreaseinlivingstandardsmadepos- 

siblebyfossilfuels. 



Letters may be submitted by e-mail to letters@nationalreview.com. 
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The Week 



Text 


■ If Bemie Sanders is tired of hearing about Clinton scandals now, 
he should just wait till she’s president. 

■ Hillary Clinton came out against the TPP (Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership), a trade agreement negotiated by the Obama administra- 
tion. What was interesting about her decision was not that she 
took it in order to mollify the Democratic party’s anti-free- trade 
Left, nor that she took it cynically, having praised the TPP as it 
was being negotiated (and while she was secretary of state) as 
“the gold standard in trade agreements.” No, what was most in - 
teresting was that almost the entire political world assumed her 
cynicism: not just us-folks on the right, eager to see her shame 
herself, and political opponents (“I did not come out against TPP 
yesterday,” said Bemie Sanders), but liberal media outlets (CNN 
counted, and announced that she had praised the TPP 45 times). 
That leaves, among her admirers, those who are too cynical to 
care about cynicism, and those who are so cynical that they ad- 
mire it in others. 

■ We praised Scott Walker’s health-care plan as the best offered 
by a presidential candidate. Now that Jeb Bush has offered a sim- 
ilar plan, we can say he has the best plan in the current field. Like 
many other conservative plans, Bush’s would replace Obamacare 
— junking its individual and employer mandates, its federal def- 
inition of essential benefits, and so on — while removing a lot of 
the distortions that federal policy has imposed on health markets 
since decades before Obamacare. Health-savings accounts 
would be expanded. States would be freed to convert much of 
Medicaid into cash help for poor people seeking to buy health 
insurance on the private market. The last two Republican presi- 
dential nominees both handicapped themselves on health care: 
John McCain by presenting a plan that threatened the employer 
coverage most Americans have, Mitt Romney by refusing to ex- 
plain how he would replace Obamacare. Bush avoids both pit- 
falls — as the next Republican nominee, whether Bush or 
someone else, should. 

■ John Kasich likes to describe, in his presidential-campaign 
speeches, people “yelling at me” for expanding Medicaid under 
Obamacare as governor of Ohio: “I tell them . . . there’s a book. 
It’s got a new part and an old part. They put it together. It’s a 
remarkable book. If you don’t have one, I’ll buy you one. And it 
talks about how we treat the poor.” There is also a playbook, 
much shorter than the volume Kasich refers to. It has only one 
part and is also remarkable in its way. It tells politicians how to 
use cherry-picked quotations and sanctimony to distract critics, 
slap a little veneer on their images, and advance their ambitions. 
No need to buy one for John Kasich, he already has a copy. 

| ■ Ben Carson caused something of a stir in October when he 

\ suggested that, had the Jews of Europe been armed during World 

£ War II, the Holocaust might have been “greatly diminished” in 


scale. This claim is almost certainly overstated. The German war 
machine was a model of ruthless and all-encompassing efficiency 
that was capable of carving through well-equipped armies. So 
there seems to have been little chance that it could have been 
overthrown or seriously resisted by a relatively small group that, 
tragically, was unaware of its fate until it was too late. Neverthe- 
less, the vehemence with which Carson has been denounced 
should give us pause. All men possess an unalienable right to de- 
fend themselves, and that right is not contingent upon their like- 
lihood of success. Moreover, if the lesson of history is that 
ostensibly civilized nations are capable of the unimaginable, 
there seems little reason for free men to relinquish their arms. 
Carson understands this, even if he has overstated his justifica- 
tions. One cannot help but suspect that the anger we have seen 
directed at him is intended not for his historical hyperbole, but at 
his eminently reasonable, if politically inconvenient, conclusion. 

■ Bobby Jindal, the Republican governor of Louisiana, detailed 
a tax-reform plan as part of his presidential bid. He would cut 
taxes a lot: The Tax Foundation estimates that revenues would 
fall by $9 trillion even if the plan stimulated a lot of economic 
growth. Our coming debt crisis is so near that Jindal would have 
to outline spending cuts of the same specificity and magnitude for 
a tax cut so large to be worth pursuing. As large as the tax cut is, 
however, people in the bottom 40 percent of the income distrib- 
ution would see a tax increase. Jindal believes that it’s important 
for everyone to have “skin in the game” so that they do not think 
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they can vote for big government for free, and so he makes sure 
that everyone pays something in income tax. But most people 
already pay payroll taxes, and it’s not clear that they distinguish 
between them and income taxes. If Jindal’s theory is correct, 
however, he has given roughly 40 percent of the electorate an 
excellent reason to vote against him. Good luck winning the req- 
uisite 84 percent of everyone left. 

■ Major Bradley Podliska, an intelligence officer in the Air Force 
Reserve, spent ten months as an investigator for the House Select 
Committee on Benghazi before being fired in June. He says that 
he was being pressured by committee members to focus exclu- 
sively on Clinton, and that he was punished for taking a leave of 
absence to fulfill his military- service obligations. Chairman Trey 
Gowdy (R., S.C.) says otherwise: “It’s a damn lie,” he told NBC 
News. Gowdy says that, before turning to CNN to air his griev- 
ances, Podliska never mentioned them — during a period of coun- 
seling for deficient performance, when he was terminated, or 
during a months-long period of post-termination legal mediation. 
That mediation was scheduled to end October 13, which proba- 
bly accounts for Podliska’s timing. Unfortunately, the timing, and 
not the accuracy, of Podliska’s claims is what will matter to 
Democrats and a sympathetic media, who, combining this latest 
news with House majority leader Kevin McCarthy’s recent 
Benghazi-related gaffe, are eager to dismiss the legitimacy of the 
select committee. Representative Louise Slaughter (D., N.Y.) has 
already filed a motion to disband it. But investigating Benghazi 
has always faced Democratic pushback. The more effective the 
investigation is, the louder the wailing will be. 


■ Like a real-life Carmen Sandiego, Sidney Blumenthal has 
a knack for turning up in hot spots — Libya, for example, 
where he apparently served as Hillary Clinton’s de facto 
political adviser, according to a new batch of e-mails recov- 
ered by the House Select Committee on Benghazi. This was 
no patriotic mission. The e-mails reveal that Blumenthal had 
business interests in Libya and stood to profit, literally, from 
a post-Qaddafi government. Furthermore, evidently as un- 
concerned about national security as his boss, Blumenthal 
sent Clinton classified information, including the name of a 
CIA operative — which Hillary then forwarded from her pri- 
vate e-mail address. And at no time dur- 
ing these activities was Blumenthal a 
State Department employee or an 
employee of the federal govern- 
ment; in fact, the White House had 
explicitly prohibited then- secretary 
Clinton from hiring him. So: A pri- 
vate citizen was advising the secretary 
of state, profiteering from war, and ex- 
posing highly sensitive intelli- 
gence information that he 
should not have had access 
to in the first place, all under 
the auspices of Hillary Clin- 
ton. Gosh, maybe somebody 
should investigate this! 


■ The Secret Service, embarrassed by Utah Republican repre- 
sentative Jason Chaffetz’s investigation into its scandals — whor- 
ing in Colombia, driving drunk on the White House grounds — 
went to work digging for dirt on Chaffetz. It doesn’t seem to have 
found any, but the intent was made clear by assistant director Ed 
Lowery, who wrote to his fellow assistant director Faron Para- 
more: “Some information that he might find embarrassing needs 
to get out.” Some 45 Secret Service agents illegally accessed 
Chaffetz’s records, including 18 higher-ups who failed to report 
the violation. Accessing protected records without authorization 
is a felony under federal law, punishable by up to ten years in 
prison; Lowery and Paramore should do every day of that time 
for their role in what looks for all the world like a conspiracy to 
blackmail a member of Congress, or, at the very least, a conspir- 
acy to obstruct his investigation. 

■ The House Oversight Committee held hearings about Planned 
Parenthood that fizzled. The job of Cecile Richards, the group’s 
president, is to defend the indefensible, and Republicans on the 
committee made it easier by focusing on Planned Parenthood’s 
finances rather than its morally grotesque practices. The ques- 
tioning, varying greatly in tone and focus from one member to 
the next, was disjointed, and Richards escaped with nary a 
scratch (although Planned Parenthood announced shortly after- 
ward that it would stop selling baby body parts and start giving 
them away for free — how humane). If Republicans want to get 
serious about such hearings, they should have a legal counselor 
doing the questioning who can develop a sustained line of 
inquiry. It will mean less air time for members but more effective 
oversight. 

■ Deportations are at a ten-year low, according to preliminary 
internal statistics obtained by the Associated Press. That can 
come as no surprise. Despite efforts to cast itself as tough on bor- 
der security (for instance, by manipulating deportation statistics, 
counting among “deported” illegal immigrants those caught at 
the border and turned around), the Obama administration’s lack 
of interest in enforcing federal immigration law has been evident. 
In fact, after two executive orders granting amnesty to some 7 
million illegal immigrants, and, as Katie Steinle’s death revealed, 
a disinclination to expel even repeat felons, it’s extraordinary that 
they can find anyone to deport. 

■ Remember Wendy Davis? She captured the heart of the na- 
tional media in 2013 with her pink-shoed stand in defense of 
grisly late-term abortions in Texas. Voters were rather less enam- 
ored of her performance: She received a drubbing in the gover- 
nor’s race a year later. Now, it seems, her star is rising again 
among her core constituency: NBC executives have announced 
that she’s the inspiration for a new TV drama in development. 
The show will center on an imagined post-political career in 
which “she goes to work in the law firm of her best friend — a 
black male Republican — and discovers that with no political fu- 
ture to protect, she can unshackle her inner badass.” It sounds al- 
most as plausible and compelling as her erstwhile candidacy. 

■ Arne Duncan became secretary of education in 2009 at a mo- 
ment of bipartisan support for education reform. Promise has 
given way to bitterness since then, and Duncan bears more re- 
sponsibility for it than anyone else. He is a true believer in the 
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THE WEEK 


Stocks and the Clinton Effect 


F inancial markets look to the future when pricing 
assets. If a 50 percent chance emerges that a compa- 
ny will be worthless tomorrow, the price drops 50 per- 
cent today. Accordingly, elections can be a time of great 
valuation stress for those in the crosshairs of candidates. If 
a candidate with a real chance of victory announces a pol- 
icy harmful to a specific set of companies, the damage can 
be significant. 

Drug companies research drugs for many years, and 
occasionally find a winner that can be marketed to con- 
sumers. The prices for the few drugs that are ultimately sold 
to the public are high, as they must be to provide a positive 
return for all research and development (including the many 
cases in which it leads to failure). This approach has been 
an astonishing success in the U.S., and new and innovative 
drugs for HIV, cancer, and other significant maladies have 
emerged from the for-profit sector in recent decades. 

The high prices of the drugs that make it to market are 
nonetheless a regular target of progressives, who seem to 
presume either that private companies will spend billions on 
drug discovery without a profit incentive or that academic 
researchers are responsible for all the major breakthroughs. 
Neither presumption is correct. 

On September 21 , the Clinton campaign rolled out a plan 
to “hold the pharmaceutical industry accountable and rein 
in drug costs.” “This isn’t a new fight for her. She fought 
against special interests for affordable health coverage in 
the 1990s,” her campaign website asserts. Indeed, then 
as now, the Clintons took aim at the pricing of pharma- 
ceutical drugs. For instance, in December 1992, the New 
York Times wrote that then-president-elect Bill Clinton 
pledged to “stop drug price gouging” by eliminating tax 
breaks for companies that raised drug prices by more than 
inflation as measured by the Consumer Price Index. 

In just the five days following her September 21 announce- 
ment of her renewed interest in putting a ceiling over the 
price of pharmaceutical drugs, the S&P Pharmaceutical 
Industry Index tumbled as much as 6.4 percent. Media 
accounts widely linked the decline to Clinton’s proposal. 

The Clintons’ first pass at bashing this industry attracted 
the attention of the peer-reviewed economics literature. An 
April 2001 article in the Journal of Law and Economics, 
“Gradual Incorporation of Information: Pharmaceutical 
Stocks and the Evolution of President Clinton’s Health Care 
Reform,” used sophisticated statistical techniques to 
assess the impact of the first Clinton effort. Its authors, 
Sarah Ellison and Wallace Mullin, attribute market-adjusted 
pharmaceutical-share-price declines of over 50 percent to 
the Clinton policy push. 

You do not need sophisticated analysis, however, to see 
the negative effect that the Clintons’ 1990s campaign had 
on pharmaceutical share prices. The nearby chart shows 
the cumulative decline in the S&P Pharmaceutical Industry 
Index for every day of U.S. stock-market trading between 
what Ellison and Mullin identify as the “opening round” of 


the Clinton pharmaceutical push on January 19, 1992, and 
the death of the Clinton health-care-reform bill in Congress 
on July 21 , 1994. The cumulative decline during the period 
is measured relative to the index price on January 1 7, 1 992, 
the last day of U.S. stock trading before Clinton’s initial 
announcement. The first day of U.S. stock trading after that 
announcement— January 20 — is day “0” on the chart, 
which on its horizontal axis shows the number of trading 
days that have elapsed since January 19. For context, the 
dotted bar marks the start of the Democratic national con- 
vention that would nominate Bill Clinton for the presidency, 
and the solid bar marks the Election Day that would make 
him president. 

As you can see, the “Clinton effect” on the pricing of 
pharmaceutical shares is enormous. It reached a whopping 
-34.8 percent in August 1993. Meanwhile, the S&P was up 
about 7 percent over the same period. Even by the saga’s 
end in July 1994, the cumulative effect was -28.8 percent, 
compared with the S&P’s +8.1 percent. It wasn’t the whole 
market that tanked — it was the sector that the president of 
the United States and his wife had in their sights. The S&P 
pharmaceutical index didn’t regain its value until May 3, 
1995. The Clintons’ chatter removed billions of dollars from 
innovative companies, and probably significantly reduced 
progress towards cures for numerous diseases. 

The S&P pharmaceuticals index has for the moment 
recovered the losses it suffered after Hillary’s statement this 
September. But the Nineties episode happened when a 
“New Democrat” was trying to wean his party from its 
insistence that the era of big government should continue. 
One can only wonder how bad it will get this time, as Mrs. 
Clinton proposes anti-corporate policies in an attempt to 
compete with socialist Bernie Sanders. 

-KEVIN A. HASSETT 


Here We Go Again 
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delusion that centralizing education policy in Washington, 

D.C.,willimprovetheschools,andhewasinapositiontoact 

onthatbelief.Heofferedstatesrelieffromthefederalgovern- 

ment’sunreahsticregulationsinreturnfortheiradoptionofhis 

favored policies. He moved to oversee schools’ disciplinary 

polcies,andtomakecollegeslowertheirstandardsofproofin 

sexual-misconduct cases. These power grabs were bound to 

createabacklash,astheyshouldhave,andtheyhave. Duncan 

issteppingdown,andCongressshouldforthwithpasslegisla- 

tionthatreducesthepowerofhissuccessors. 

■ Comparedwiththerangeofmildermentalillnes sesonwhich 

federalmental-healthpolicieshavelongbeenfocused, serious 
mental illnesses directly affect a relatively small number o f 

Americans:lessthan5percentofthetotalpopulation.Butthe 
consequencesareevidentinourprisonsandonourstreets — as 
wellasinthoseinstanceswhenuntreatedseriousmentalillness 
expressesitselfinmass violence, as appears to havebeen the 
caseinOregonrecently.Oneproposalthatcouldhelpisavail- 

able to Congress right now: psychologist and Pennsylvania 
RepublicanrepresentativeTim Murphy ’ s Helping Families in 
Mental Health Crisis Act (H.R. 2646), which has garnered 
broad, bipartis an support and would do much to overhaul our 
ineffective, oft-corrupt mental-health bureaucracy. Murphy 
would replace the failed Substance Abuse and Mental Health 
ServicesAdministration(SAMHSA)withanassistantsecretary 
ofhealthandhumanservicesformentalhealth, charged with 
shifting federal dollars away from useless, often duplicative 
programsandthosethatfocusonmildformsofmentalillness 
and toward those that concentrate on the most seriously ill. 
Murphy ’ sbillwouldalsomodestlymodifyprivacylawssothat 
familymembersofpeoplewithseriousmentalillnesscanfinally 
beinvolvedinthecareoftheirlovedones.Thereisnopancea 
fortheproblemsoccasionedbyseriousmentali llness,butthe 
HelpingFamiliesinMentalHealthCrisisActisastrongstepin 
therightdirection. 

■ Trinity Health Corporation, which owns and operates 86 
Catholic hospitals in 2 1 states, has been sued, again, by the 
AmericanCivilLibertiesUnionfornotperforming abortions. 

In June, a federal judge dismissed a similar lawsuit that the 
ACLUfiledagainstaTrinitysubsidiary.Trinityfollows“Eth cal 
andReligiousDirectivesforCatholicHealthCareSeFices,”a 
document from the U.S . Conference of Catholic Bishops .An 
attorney for the ACLU objects that “Catholic bishops are not 
licensedmedicalprofessionalsandhavenoplacedictatinghow 
doctors practice medicine.” But the ACLU is not a licensed 
medicalethicist.Itmaythinkit’smorequalifiedtodictatethe 
ethics that doctors andthehosp itals that employ them should 

observe, buttheyremainfreetotreatunbornchildrenashuman 
beings andtohonorthe women whotrustthemtodojustthat. 
Patients at Trinity hospitals “think they are getting medical 
advice but in fact are getting religious advice,” an abortion- 
rights advocate chimes in from the sidelines . In fact, they are 
gettingmedicaladviceinformedbytheoriginalversionofth e 
Hippocraticoath. 

■ PopeFrancishasstatedhisoppositiontosame-sexmarriage 
many times . On his flight leaving the United States, he told 
journaliststhat,leavingasidethedetailsofanyparticularcase, 


publicofficialsshouldbeabletoexercisereligiousfreedomin 
thecourseoftheirduties.Soitshouldnothavebeenshocking 
whenitturnedoutthatwhilehewashereFrancishadmetwith 
KimDavis, the Kentucky official whorefusedtoletmarriage 
licensesgooutunderhernamebecausesheopposessame-sex 
marriage. Liberalsnonethelesswereappalled,apparentlyhav- 
ingbeenundertheim pressionthatFrancissecretlyapprovesof 
same-sexmarriage.Theythendecidedthatthepopemusthave 
been manipulated into the meeting. The Vatican press office, 
eagertostopthebadpressithadbeguntoget,didwhatitcould 
todownplaythemeeting.Thatwasignoble:Thepressofficeis 
supposedtobeaministry,notaspinshop.Daviswasaskedto 
keep the meeting sec ret until after the pope lef t the country 

because Church officials feared it would overshadow every- 
thing elsehesaid.Judgingfromthehystericalreactionofthe 
presswhenitcameout,theygotthatright. 

■ Governor Jerry Brown 
signed a bill to legalize 
physician-assisted suicide 
for the terminally ill in 
California, saying that he 
did so because he would 
wanttohavethatoptionif 
he faced dying in excruci- 
ating pain. Under the n ew 
law, however, physicians 
may assist suicides in the 
absence of pain, and may 
notdosoifthepatientisin 
great and chronic painbut 
notterminallyill.Normay 
a physician kill a patient 
who is unable to take the 
prescribedlife-endingdrug — howevermuchGovernorBrown 
mightwanttohavethatassistanceinthatsituation.Wefearthat 
successive sessions of the California legislature will address 
thesea nomalies .Aweekaftersigningthebill,Bro wnvetoeda 
billtoenableterminallyillpatientstotrypotentiallylifesaving 
drugsandtreatmentsthathavenotbeenapprovedbytheFood 
andDrugAdministration.Inmattersoflifeanddeath,theState 
ofCaliforniaseemstobeputtingitsthumbonthescale,andon 
thewrongside. 

■ Owingtobudgeteonstraints,theStateoiAlabamahasdecided 
to close 3 1 part-time, satellite Department of Motor Vehicles 
offices . Predictably, this has causedanuproar. Why ?B ecause 
Alabama last year implemented a voter-ID law. According to 
Jesse Jackson, the closures are evidence of an effort to “sup- 
pressthevote”ofblackAlabamans.“ThisnewJimCrowisn’t 
subtle, ’’Jacksonopined.WhatJacksonandotheragitatorshave 
ignoredisthat(free)voterIDsareavailablei neverycountyin 
thes tatethroughthelocalelectionregistrarandthattheclosed 
satellite-DMVofficesweretypicallylocatedinthesamebuild- 
ings as registrars. So the dark cloud of voter suppression 
amountsto...visitingadifferentbureaucrat’sofficeinthesame 
building ,butdo wnthehall . 

■ President Obama’s Syria policy is in shambles. Bashar al- 
As sad, the dictator who cro s sed Obama ’ s “red line” by using 
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chemical weapons, still rules the country’s coast, openly 
backedbyhis ally Russia. A$ 500 million effort to train non- 
jihadist r ebels has been abandoned, after producing only a 
handful;wewillnowdumpweaponsonrebels,solongasthey 
arenotISIS.ISISmeanwhilethrives,crucifyingChristiansand 
blowing up pre-Muslim monuments. Robert Gates, Obama’s 
former secretary of defense, outlined the bleak picture in a 
scathing WashingtonPost op-ed, co-authoredwithConldee^a 
Rice.ButtheSyrianfailureisonlyonefacetofal argerfailure. 
Obama won office by running against the Iraq War. He has 
extendedthatpolicybydrawingdownoureffortsandinfluence 
generally. Iraq andAfghanistan are nearly failed states ; Libya 
has been ushered into chaos . His one achievement is a deal 
slow- walking Iran toward nuclear weapons, which will goad 
theS audistoprocuretheiro wnnukes .EvenasObamabelie ved 
thathehimselfwastheanswe rtoAmerica’sracialproblems,he 
believed that he himself (son of a Muslim, partly raised in a 
Muslim country) was the answer to our relations with Arabs 
and Muslims generally. But the answer turns out to be: Try 
againin2017,thishasn’tworked. 

■ Eighteenhundredyearsago,theRomanemperorSeptimius 
SeverushadatripletriumphalarchputupatPalmyratomark 
hissuccessfulmilitarycampaigningin Syria.Longabandoned, 
classicalPalmyrawasawonderfullyevocativesite,themasonry 
preserved in the dry desert climate. Capturing Palmyra some 
monthsago,IslamicStatejihadishavebeendestroyingthepast 
piecemeal.ThehugeTriumphalArchhadnoreligioussignifi- 
cance,butthathasnotsaveditfromdestruction.ISIShasdyna- 
mited this noble monument. Cultural carnage, say shocked 
Syrians .Th ebarbariansoflSIScarryoutthispointlessvandal- 
ismbecausetheywanttheworldtobelievethattheywillstop 
atnothing.Inthisgoal,theysucceed. 

■ Froml 979to 1 9 8 1 ,thereweredozensolAmericanhostages 

inlr an : ourembas s yper s onnel .Today ,therearef ourAmeric an 
hostages.OneofthemisJasonRezaian,areporterforthe Wash 

ingonPost .HehasbeenkeptinTehran’sinfamous,torturou s 
EvinPrisonforayearandtwomonths.Someofthosemonths 
havebeenspentinsolitaryconfinement.Rezaianisevidentlyin 
badshape,physicallyandmentally.Hehasnowbeenconvicted 
andsentenced — ofwhatandtowhat,wedon’tknow.Th edic- 

tatorshiphasnotsaid.Meanwhile,wearedoingdealswiththe 
dictatorship, andourpresidentisshakinghandswiththelranian 
foreignministerattheU.N.W eunderstandthecaseforignor- 
ing this Iranian outrage in the interest of our broader policy 
toward the country. Wejust wish that broader policy didn’t 
seemtoconsistofignoringlranianoutrages. 

■ A lunchtime peace demonstration consisting mostly of 
youngsterswasunfoldinginAnkarawhentwopowerfulbombs 
explodedwithinsecondsofeachother.Accordingtoone esti- 
mate ,97peoplewerekilledand over400wounded.Thosewho 
commit murderous onslaughtsofthiskindtakecaretoremain 
inthe shadows, and that’s the casehere.Suicidebombers are 
suspected, butwhomweretheyactingfor?Duetobeheldin 
threeweeks,nationalelectionsarepoliticalsleight-of-handon 
the part of Turkish president Recep Tayyip Erlcgan, deter- 
minedtobecomepresidentforlife.Plentyofpeopleareequally 
determined to prevent that outcome . Placards at the demon- 


strationread“Thief,murdererErdogan.’’Thegovernmenthas 
beenquickwithaccusationsagainsteithertheKurds,whoare 
fighting for independence; or the Islamic State, aigeredby 
Turkish opposition; or, yet again, hard-core Marxists, who 
havewagedpreviousterrorcampaigns.Alsoasusualinthese 
anonymous crimes , those accused in turn accuse the state of 
being the perpetrator — it’s aeons piracy theory but not also 
lutdyimpossible. 

■ CarlosManuelFigueroaisaCubandissident,aformerpoliti- 

calprisoner,andamemberoftheMovementforaNewRepub 
lie. Heis apparently apoliticalprisoneroncemore. Hejumped 
the fence at our new embassy in Havana and shouted, “Down 
withRaul ! ”We,theAmericans,immediatelytumedhimoverto 
statesecurityagents ,whobeathimse verelyand draggedhimoff . 

Hehasnotbeenseenoiheardfromsince.SomeofFgue'oa’sfel- 

lo wdemocracy activists say thatheis, infact, aU.S.citizen.In 
anyevent,wehavethissadwordofadviceforCubandissidents: 
Don’texpectanyhelpfromtheUnitedStatesofAmerica. 

■ For his birthday, Vladimir Putin organized and played in a 

hockeygame,inwhichhescoredsevengoalsandreceivedatro- 
phy aft erwards . (No truth to the rumor that B arack Obama 
coachedtheotherteam.)SharingtheicewithPutininthenction 
alytelevisedcontestwereanumberoflformerprofessionalstars, 
along with a sprinkling of industrialists and bureaucrats. Pre 
sumably the other team’s goalie came from the latter group. 
Putin’s double-ushanka- trick accounted for nearly half of his 
team’sgoalsinthe 1 5-1 Obam-b umer ;wehaven’tseensuchlax 

hockeydefensesincethelastNHLAll-StarGame.Ontheever- 
lengtheninglistofPutin’smachostunts,beingnamedMVPofa 
riggedhockeygamerankssomewherebetweensleepingwitha 
25-year-oldgymnastandinvadingUkraine;but,tobefairJiedis- 
played significantly greater accuracy on the ice than our presi- 
denthasshownwhenshootingbasketballsandthrowingout first 
pitches Andthistime, thankfully, atleastPutinkepthisshirton. 

■ ThereisnoDeatonschoolofeconomics,noDeaton’slawor 

famous Deaton model or Deaton’ s theory of this or that, but 
Angus Deaton of Princeton, who has just been awarded the 
NobelPrizeineconomics,isnolesshighlyregardedbyhispeers 
forthat.Deaton,whodescribeshisapproachas“carefulnessof 
measurement,” has spent more of his career gutting sweeping 
claimsandbroadtheoriesthanproducingthem.Bestknownfor 
his work on refining data about consumption, Deaton has 
emphasizedthateconomicactorsarenothomogeneousandthat 
particularitiesmatter,e.g.,thatrisingincomeshavealargeeffect 
onthenutritionoiVerypooihouseholdsbuttheeffectdiminishes 
rapidly as incomes rise, andthat agriculture subsidie s andfor- 

eignaiddon’tnecessarilyhavetheirintendedorexpectedcon- 
sequences. Working with the World Bank, Deaton helped 
constructvastsetsofdatarelatedtoconsumptionandwell-being 
(everythingfromcaloriesconsumedtolifeexpectancyandedu- 
cation) with an eye toward helping those with theories about 
economicdevelopmentandwelfareanswerthequestion:Does 
thatactuallywork?Hisrecen tpopularbook, TheGreatEscape : 
Health , Wealth , and the Origins oflnequality , chronicles the 

radicalimprovementsinthematerialconditionofhumanbeings 
overthepast250yearsandsuggestsavenuesforbringingalong 
thoseleftbehind.Progress,too,isinthedetails. 
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■ On the economic front, it is literally the best news ever: For 
the first time in the history of the human species, fewer than 10 
percent of us are living in extreme poverty, currently defined 
as subsistence on the equivalent of $1.90 a day or less. This is 
a remarkable, momentous, humane achievement: In 1990, that 
figure was 37.1 percent. In East Asia and the Pacific, extreme 
poverty has been reduced from 60 percent to 4 percent in a 
mere 25 years. Economic reforms in India and China, and 
those in smaller economies, have been critical, as has been 
globalization, which is held up as the world’s great villain by 
the Sanders Left and the Trumpkin Right. No change comes 
without discomfiture, but this is the golden age of worldwide 
human cooperation, a fact that has allowed prosperity to 
emerge in places where it never had been expected. Where 
does misery persist? Where the economy is run by central 
planners, where there are no property rights, where there is no 
rule of law, where there is no capitalism. Economic progress is 
not the only kind of progress — 1.3 billion better-fed Chinese 
still live under totalitarian rule — but it is a necessary condition 
for other kinds. 

■ Jewel Shuping, 30, of Raleigh, N.C., recently spoke to 
media about body-integrity identity disorder, or BUD, from 
which she used to suffer. She explained that nine years ago 
she found a psychologist willing to help her achieve her life- 
long dream of becoming blind. The psychologist poured drain 
cleaner into Shuping’s eyes. Shuping, now blind, lost an eye 
in the process and says she is finally happy and fulfilled. Her 
case is a logical extension of the idea that a doctor’s relation to 
a patient’s body is like a mechanic’s to a customer’s car: an 
idea that has also contributed to the movements for rights to 
physician-assisted suicide and to sex-reassignment surgery. 
Increasingly it is the medical profession that has an integrity 
identity disorder. 

■ The latest thing in educational administration is “recess con- 
sultants.” Officials have noticed that the only part of grade- 
schoolers’ days that is not organized and structured and 
dictated by the authorities is recess, and they have evidently 
resolved to put a stop to it. Hence the consultants. These 
Michelle Obamas of the playground ban competitive games, 
like soccer or tag, and replace them with cooperative activities 
that are as popular as tofu. The consultants draw up a weekly 
list of approved games, explain the rules to the bewildered pre- 
teens, and enforce them vigilantly to make sure that every stray 
comment is encouraging and every activity is “inclusive.” The 
results are about what you’d expect. It brings to mind Mark 
Twain’s maxim that “work consists of whatever a body is oliged 
to do [and] play consists of whatever a body is not obliged to 
do,” though we will admit this: Over-regulated, authoritarian 
playground activities will give kids excellent preparation for 
life in post-Obama America. 

■ Say the name of Clare Hollingworth and you are talking about 
journalistic scoops. She’s been in the right places at the right time 
— especially on September 1, 1939. In a hotel in Katowice on the 
Polish border, she heard a noise outside, and looking out of the 
window saw the German tanks. “The Second World War has 
started,” she was able to break the news. Are you sure? her editor 
asked. She settled his doubts by holding the receiver out of the 


window so he could for 
himself hear the massive 
armored rumble on its way 
east. And then she was in 
Beirut, when a Russian ship 
left with a full complement 
of crew but also leaving one 
sailor on shore. Clare bril- 
liantly worked out that the 
KGB was smuggling the 
Soviet arch-spy Kim Philby 
to safety in Moscow. Be 
your age, Claire, a disbe- 
lieving editor said this time, 
agreeing only after she 
threatened to resign to pub- 
lish a story that would enter 
the history books. In retire- 
ment in Hong Kong, this 
living legend has just cele- 
brated her 104th birthday. 



■ On March 30, 1981, outside the Washington Hilton Hotel, 
John Hinckley Jr. shot President Ronald Reagan, in office only 
ten weeks. At Reagan’s side was Secret Service agent Jerry Parr, 
who pushed him into the presidential limousine and onto the floor, 
and told the driver to take them back to the White House. Reagan’s 
breathing was labored, and blood formed at his mouth. Parr quickly 
redirected the driver to George Washington University Hospital. 
“Whatever happens now I owe my life to God and will try to serve 
him every way I can,” Reagan wrote in his diary eleven days later. 
Parr, too, saw Providence at work, both in the president’s survival 
and in his own ability to help. He retired from the Secret Service in 
1985 and entered the ministry, receiving a master’s degree in pas- 
toral counseling from Loyola University in Baltimore and work- 
ing as co-pastor of a non-denominational church in Washington. 
He helped save one man’s life and hoped to save souls. He exem- 
plified resourcefulness, an American virtue. Dead at 85. R.I.P. 


POLITICS 

Ryan’s Moment 

S ometimes duty calls. 

Paul Ryan long has told people that he has no interest 
in being speaker of the House, and he has been completely 
sincere. He wants to be a legislator and truly prizes his perch as 
chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, where he 
can craft tax and entitlement legislation, and get it signed into law 
if a Republican is elected president next year. 

But his party needs Ryan in a different role. With Speaker John 
Boehner stepping down and Majority Leader Kevin McCarthy 
bowing out of the race to be his successor, no one is better 
equipped to build a working Republican majority than Ryan is. 

House Republicans are angrily divided, and no faction is 
blameless. Too many Republicans have been content with an 
agenda that merely attempts to get business done on time, and to 
please business lobbies. (Those lobbies are sometimes right and 
sometimes wrong, but conservatism is not reducible to their pref- 
erences.) Too many other Republicans think that leadership con- 
sists of unrealistic demands combined with strong rhetoric. 
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More than any other prominent House Republican, Ryan has 
pushed back against both tendencies. He has instead outlined a 
practical agenda and done the hard work of building support for 
it from all comers of the party. Although he has sided with lead- 
ership in tactical disputes in recent years, he has consistently 
pushed the envelope on substance, understanding that the party 
needs a serious policy agenda to counter that of the Democrats. 
He is a knowledgeable and effective defender of conservative 
policy. Sometimes we think he is wrong on both substantive and 
tactical matters, but we never doubt that he is wrong for honor- 
able reasons. This is why Ryan is trusted by most House Repub- 
licans, whatever their opinion of the Boehner era. 

For Ryan to lead House Republicans would require some ac- 
commodations. He would have to commit to keeping immigra- 
tion legislation that most Republicans oppose off the floor, 
whatever his own opinion of it. He would have to receive assur- 
ances from many of the Republicans who vexed Boehner that 
they will stay with the party on procedural votes, in return for 
assurances that he will not ride roughshod over them. (Note that 
“many” is not the same as “all”: Republicans need a working ma- 
jority, not unanimity.) And with pre-teens at home, Ryan would 
surely want to remold the responsibilities of the speakership to 
involve less fundraising travel. 

With those provisos, though, Ryan ought to mn for speaker, 
and his colleagues ought to support him. To be an effective force 
in moving public policy in a conservative direction, House Re- 
publicans need both unity and direction. Ryan can supply more 
of each than they have had for some time. Ryan is understandably 
chary to potentially take on an office that made John Boehner so 
miserable. But the stakes are larger than his qualms. 

GUNS 

After Oregon 

T he massacre at Umpqua Community College in Ore- 
gon proceeded along lines that are by now all too fa- 
miliar: the socially and romantically frustrated young 


man, almost certainly mentally disturbed; the channeling of 
that mental perturbation into various political and ideological 
enthusiasms, in this case ranging from admiration for Irish 
Republican Army terrorists to what turned out to be a homi- 
cidal antipathy toward Christians; the disorganized family; 
people familiar with the young man and his family being not 
entirely surprised by the rampage. 

Also familiar were the political reactions: the gun-control 
advocates rushing to the microphones before the blood had 
even cooled; the president’s cheap moral preening and his 
threat of unilateral executive action; Hillary Rodham 
Clinton attempting to reinvigorate her stagnating presiden- 
tial campaign with talk of holding firearms manufacturers 
responsible for the crimes of people with whom they have no 
relationship whatsoever; Senator Bernie Sanders executing a 
brisk about-face on the same question; a hundred thousand 
fundraising appeals. 

And, of course, nothing at all that has anything to do with the 
reality of murder in America. 

Spectaculars like the killing spree in Oregon are in the 
main failures of the mental-health system rather than failures 
of firearms regulation. In very few of those killings would 
any of the proposals under consideration by Barack Obama et al. 
have made any difference. Many of the killers could and did 
pass background checks; others simply took guns from their 
parents or other legal owners. In many of those cases, the 
killers had been flagged for mental-health problems by their 
families and schools, and what happened next was — approx- 
imately nothing. 

But even assuming vast improvements in the efficacy of 
our mental-health system, preventing Oregon- style killing 
sprees would have very little aggregate effect on homicides 
in the United States, because those episodes are, despite the 
excited wall-to-wall media coverage they inspire, exceedingly 
rare. Most American murders are the result of ordinary crim- 
inals’ going about ordinary criminal business; in some juris- 
dictions, more than 90 percent of murders are committed by 
people with prior criminal records — which is to say, this isn’t 
a failure of gun control but a failure of our criminal- 
justice, probation, and parole systems. (And a failure of fam- 
ilies and communities and individuals.) It takes a special 
kind of foolishness to call for more gun control when a mur- 
der is committed by a man out on parole for aggravated 
assault with a firearm. It takes another kind of foolishness to 
call for new straw-purchase rules when Illinois, California, 
and — notably — Oregon generally fail to prosecute the straw- 
buyers they identify. 

Most gun deaths in the United States are suicides. We have 
fewer than half of the murders we had as recently as the 1990s. 
Practically none of the murders we do have are committed with 
so-called assault weapons, and vanishingly few of them are 
committed by spree killers shooting up schools or movie the- 
aters. President Obama’s moral theater isn’t going to change 
any of that — and he has never lifted so much as a pinky finger 
to address the real murder problem in the United States, which 
is much better represented in Chicago than at Umpqua Com- 
munity College. If the president wants to get serious about 
crime, he will find Republicans eager to make common cause. 
But he isn’t serious about it, and neither is Mrs. Clinton or Sen- 
ator Sanders. 
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Advantage : Hillary 

Lf the Democrats nominate her ; 5 ^ will likely win 

BY RAMESH PONNURU 


illary Clinton has glaring 
weaknesses as a candidate. 
The historical odds are 
against her goal: getting a 
third term in the White House for one 
party. The Democrats should nonethe- 
less be considered the likely winner s if 
theynominateher. 

Atthe moment, mostof the news for 
Clintonlooksgrim.Herfavorabilityrat- 
ings have been falling for four years 
straight. Fifty- three percent of Ameri- 
cans have anunfavorableimpressionof 
her in the latest poll average at the 
HuffingtonPost .InAugust,aQuinnipiac 
poll found that 61 percent of voters say 
she’snothonestortrustworthy. Among 
New Hampshire Democrats, she has 
lagged behind Bernie Sanders in every 
poll released to the public since July. 
Her mishandling of official e-mails as 
secretaryofstate,alongwithherclumsy 
liesaboutit,keepsgeneratingunflatter- 
ingcoverage. 

Republicans can point to other rea- 
sonsforoptimism.Theyhavecontrolof 


Congress, most governorships, and 
most state legislative chambers: Per 
haps that means that the country now 
has a natural Republican majority? 
Theywillalsobenefitfromtime-for-a- 
changesentiment.Onlyoncesincel952 
has a party won the Electoral College 
three times in a row. The exception 
cameinl 988 , whenGeorgeH .W.B ush 
succeeded Ronald Reagan. But voters 
thenweremuchhappieraboutthestate 
ofthecountrythantheyarenow.Inthe 
fall of 1988, most polls found that 
Americans wereslightlymore likely to 
saythatthecountrywas“headedinthe 
rightdirection’ ’ thanthatit was “onthe 
wrongtrack.”Now,morethantwiceas 
many people give the negative answer 
asgivethepositiveone. 

Clinton also lacks an advantage that 
B arack Obama had in 2008 and 2012: 
being the first black nominee and then 
the firstblack president. Blackturnout 
washigherthanusualinbothyears ,and 
theDemocraticshareoftheblackvote 
wasevenhigherthanusualtoo .Ifblack 


voters in 20 1 6 act as they did in 2004, 
duringthelastpre-Obamaelection,that 
changebyitselfwilleraseroughlyhalf 
the Democratic margin in the popular 
votefromlas ttime . 

Against all these reasons for opti- 
mism must be set the fact that Demo 
cratshavewonthepopularvoteinfive 
ofthesixmostrecentpresidentialelec- 
tions.ItmaybethatRepublican victo- 
ries in legislative and gubernatorial 
elections don’ t carry over to presiden- 
tialelectionsforstructuralreasons.For 
example, the geographic diffusion of 
Republicanvotershelpstheirpartywin 
legislative seats but doesn’t help them 
wintheWhiteHouse. 

One common explanation for the 
Democrats ’White House winning streak 
is that demographic trends favor them: 
AsiansandHispanics,tworapidlygrow 
ing groups, have leaned increasingly 
left;youngwhitevotersaremovingleft, 
too, as Christianity weakens among 
them.Anotherexplanationisthatvoters, 
even ones who are middle-of-the-road 
ideologically, think Republicans ’ priori- 
tiesaretooskewedtowardrichpeopleand 
bigbusiness . These areintertwinedtheo- 
ries,sincetheparty’splutocraticimageis 
partlyresponsibleforitsweaknessamong 
blacks, Hispanics, and young people, all 
groupsthattendtobelessprosperousthan 
thenationalaverage. 

Clinton’s campaign would like the 
public to warm to her per sonally, butit 
does not appear to have any illusions 
that she can have anything like the 
charismaObamadidin2008.Insteadits 
strategy seems to be to bet that the 
Democraticparty’sadvantageondemo- 
graphics and issues can overcome 
Clinton’s deficiencies as a candidate. 
When Clinton officially launched her 
campaignonRooseveltlslandinJune, 
her speech did not contain any memo- 
rable statements. Instead it celebrated 
theelementsoftheDemocraticcoalition 
and championed a series of poll-tested 
liberalpolicies. 

Clinton’ sprogramincludesaniicrease 
intheminimumwage,expandedchild- 
care subsidies, universal preschool, 
mandatorypaidleave,andlegislationto 
make it easier to sue enployers for sex 
discrimination. These are policies that 
deliverconcretebenefitstolargegroups 
of voters and signal that she is on the 
side of women, families, poor people, 
andemployees. 
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Doctor Designed. Audiologist Tested. FDA Registered. 


This Doctor-Invented 
Affordable Hearing Aid 
Changed My Life. Here’s How... 


66 It took me a LONG time to admit I 
had some hearing loss, even to myself. 

The signs were there: Shirley, my wife, 
“mumbled”, everyone complained that 
the TV was too loud, I hated going out to 
eat with our friends because it was too 
noisy to understand anything. 

This began to take a toll. As much as 
I hate to admit it, I became a grump — 
depressed and withdrawn. My daughter, 
Susan, suggested a hearing aid might help. 
She had done some research and said, 
“You’ve got to try the MDHearingAid /4//?. It 
was developed by a board-certified doctor 
and it costs less than my new cell phone.” 


You have to hear it 
to believe it! 

The MDHearingAid®A/ff offers 
the same advanced technology 
and features of a $3,500 hearing 
aid — for 90% less. 


The next afternoon bowling, I told 
the guys what my daughter said. Rick 
chuckled, turned his head and said, “Like 
this?” That son of a gun was wearing 
one! None of us had noticed! After making 
his next spare, he told us all about his 
AIR — the sound is fantastic, the price 
is downright affordable, plus if he had 
questions, he just grabbed the phone to 
call their hearing aid professionals. 



/ People are no longer mumbling! 

/ Gave my social life a boost! 

y Put the spark back in my marriage! 

y I can enjoy time at church, with 
friends, and with my grandchildren! 

/ Saved me $3,500! 


I called MDHearingAid as soon as I got 
home. It’s the best phone call I’ve ever 
made. The AIR worked right out of the 
box and it has changed my life. Goodbye 
grumpy old man, hello new me! Now 
Shirley and I go out with friends, to the 
movies, to church. Heck, it feels like we’re 
newlyweds again. Our morning walks are 
much more enjoyable now that she doesn’t 
have to repeat herself or scream at me. 

Thank you, MDHearingAid, for giving 
me back all the best sounds of life! 
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Text 


As a nominee, she would spend 
some time making the case for these 
policies. It seems likely, though, that 
she will spend at least as much time 
using them to wage a negative cam- 
paign against the Republicans as the 
enemiesofthosepoliciesand, byexten- 
sion, oftheirbeneficiaries.Shewillalso 
use Republican opposition to Obama 
care, including the contraceptive 
mandate it enabled, for this purpose. 

If she is running next fall, she will 
bank on the appeal of these policies 
and fear of the Republicans to keep 
blackturnouthighandincreaseturnout 
among single women, who also vote 
heavily Democratic . 

Republicans have very little in the 
way of popular policy proposals to 
counter the appeal of liberalism. The 
Republican presidential candidates, 
byandlarge,arenotofferingconserva- 
tive ideas that would give any direct 
help to families trying to make ends 
meet (although Jeb Bush and Marco 
Rubiohaveatleastofferedreformsthat 
could make health insurance more 
affordableformostpeople).Theirtax- 
cutproposalsarealmostallfocusedon 
people who make much more than the 
average voter. So far, Republicans do 
notseemtobeeventryingtoerodethe 
Democratic advantage on middle- 
classeconomics. 

The Democratic nominee will also 
probably benefit from a slight edge in 
the Electoral College. Eighteen states, 
with242ofthe270electoralvotesneed- 
edto win the White House, have voted 
Democratic in each of the last six elec- 
tions. Some analysts call these states a 
“bluewairthatRepublicanswillnoteas- 
ily break through. That ’ s overstated — 
Pennsylvania, whichispartofthatwall, 
hasbeengettinglessDemocratic — buta 
popular- votetiewouldprobablymeana 
Clintonvictory. 

Finally, Clinton will need some luck 
to win, as any candidate does. It may 
materialize .Theeconomyis ,ifhotroar- 
ing,asgoodasithasbeensincethecri- 
sishitin2008. 

Clinton could, of course, be nomi- 
natedandthenlose.Butherbetisthat 
the liberal coalition will show up and 
that swing voters who do not love her 
willnonethelessdecidethattheyprefer 
hertoaRepublicanpartyoutof touch 
withmostpeople’sconcerns.It’snota 
badbet. NR 


Property 

Rights 

Trumped 

The Donald’s appalling record on 
eminent domain 

BY CHARLES C. W. COOKE 

S uppose that the federal and 
state governments were to 
claimtherighttotakeprivate 
property by force, and to do 
so not upon the plain “public use” 
grounds that are laid out in the Fifth 
Amendment to the C on s titution , but in 
ordertohelpthosewhoareinsearchof 
private profit. Suppose, too, that the 
Supreme Court were to endorse this 
claim, on the preposterous supposition 
that “public use” in effect means “pri- 
vate use” if tax revenues are involved . 
And, finally, suppose that an extra 
ordinarily rich man were to pr ais e this 
alarming arrangement as “wonderful,” 
toadvancethemostnakedofutilitarian 
arguments in its favor, and to brag 
about his having used it as a cartoon 
scoundrelmight. 

How do you imagine conservatives 
would feel about this state of affairs ? I 
ask because, for the moment, at least, 
this is the reality with which the 
American Right is faced. For decades 
now, America’s federal and state gov- 
ernmentshavemadepreciselytheclaim 
Iadumbrated;since2005’s Kelov. City 
of New London ruling, the Supreme 
Court has accorded those governments 
itsblessingtotakeprivateproperty,and 
on exactly the grounds I mentioned; 
and, for the last few months , the extra- 
ordinarily richman to whomlreferred 
has not only been spared the tar and 
feathers of the mob, but has enjoyed a 
commanding lead in the Republican 
presidentialcampaign. 
Haveweallgonemad? 
Ofallhismanytransgressionsagainst 
Americanconservatism JDonaldTrump ’ s 
unchecked enthusiasm for the use of 
eminent domain is far and away the 
mo st egregiou s . As J ohnFocke andhis 
accomplices in liberty understood so 
well, the right to be secure in one’s 


property is at the very heart of what it 
means to be free — the sine qua non of 
orderedliberty.“Evenpublicnecessity,” 
WilliamB lackstonecontendedin 1765, 
mustbesubordinated“tothesacredand 
inviolable rights of private property,” 
for a self-ruling country “will not 
authorize the least violation of it; no, 
not even for the general good of the 
wholec ommuni ty . ’ ’ 

At this contention, Donald Trump 
bites his well-manicured thumb and 
indignantly shouts, “Pah !” For the last 
threedecadesorso,Trumphasbeenon 
a veritable crusade against those who 
wouldexhibitthetemeritytorejectthe 
designsofthemastersoftheuniversein 
the interest of keeping their own land. 
When, in October of this year, he told 
Fox News ’ s Bret B aier that contempo- 
rary eminent-domain standards are a 
“wonderful”thing,heraisedafeweye- 
brows — evenamonghismostvehement 
backers. Butthiswasnolate-nightslip- 
uportemporarypander;itwasanindica- 
tionofwhoTrumpisathi score. 4 ‘Idon ’ t 
think [eminent domain] was explained 
tomostconservatives,”helatersubmit- 
tedonFoxNews. 

He , of course, grasps the issue well: 
“Nobody knows this better than I do, 
because I’ ve built a lot of buildings in 
Manhattan, and you ’ll have twelve sites 
andy ou ’ llgetele venandy ou ’ llhavethe 
one holdout, and you end up building 
around them.” And what, pray, of that 
twelfth person? Does he have aright to 
hisproperty ?Apparentlynot,no . “Ify ou 
were going [to use eminent domain] to 
rip down a house and build another 
house, noway, ’’Trumpconcluded, rather 
self-servingly. “But if you’re going to 
buildafactorythat ’ sgoingtohave5 ,000 
j obs ,that’ sentirelydifferent.” 

As keen-eyed observers have 
noticed, Candidate Trump does not 
tend to use terms such as “liberty” or 
“freedom” or “choice,” preferring in 
steadtotalkofpowerandgreatnessand 
getting things done . Should webe sur- 
prisedthatheseesthegovernmentasa 
massivedemolitionballTThisisaman, 
recall, who once sought to wipe out 
fivecompaniesinConnecticutbecause 
hethoughthecoulddobetterwiththeir 
land; a man who embarked on a 
dec ade- long attempt to kick an elderly 
widow out of her Atlantic City home 
because he wanted to construct a new 
parking lotfor his hotel; aman whose 
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C onsidered by many to be one of the best political books ever 

written, National Review is thrilled to announce a new “Fiftieth 
Anniversary” edition of Bill Buckley’s classic candidate memoir, 

The Unmaking of a Mayor . 

Could it be a half century already since Buckley launched his famous 
Conservative Party effort to become mayor of New York City, an effort 
that revitalized — indeed, saved — the conservative moment, flat on its 
back from the 1964 Goldwater drubbing? It is. And the Golden 
Anniversary is well worth celebrating, heralding a seat-of-the -pants 
campaign that captivated the nation. Yes, it failed, as Bill captured just 
13% of the vote on Election Day, with liberal Republican John Lindsay 
emerging as the next Mayor of New York. But: Did it really fail? In fact, 
the effort prevailed, in large, historic, and consequential ways, as 
Candidate Buckley, by dint of his persona, moxie, wit, verve, and inteL 
ligence, revived and resuscitated the conservative movement from coast 
to coast. 

The Unmaking of a Mayor is Buckley at his finest — in youthful 
prime, in the center of the maelstrom, standing athwart history, casti- 
gating the liberal elite, bringing the conservative message to millions, 
who found it . . . quite to their liking. This handsome, big (nearly 500 
pages!), high-quality softcover edition, re-published in conjunction with 
our friends at Encounter Books, is only $22.95 a copy, and includes two 
terrific additions to the original printing. One is a tour- de -force 
Afterword by Morning Joe host Joe Scarborough, a huge WFB fan, who 
wrote of the effort: 

But because of his own virtuoso performance on the trail, the NR 
editor somehow managed to turn a municipal election into a 
national event. Along the way, he also managed to supply a badly needed 
spark to what the candidate himself had called a dying ideology. The Buckley campaign 
would also unite a coalition of working class voters who would be labeled “Reagan Democrats” in the coming 
years. The conversion of these Democrats to the Conservative cause would provide an electoral road map for Republican suc- 
cess that would soon make Buckley’s damaged party the dominant force in American politics for a generation to come. 

The other is a brilliant Foreword by frequent NR contributor and Buckley Campaign aide-de-camp Neal Freeman (“It’s been 
fifty years now since Bill Buckley demanded a 

recount. Perhaps we owe him one.”). , 

If you want a fascinating piece of history, a 
world-class campaign memoir, an example of 
Buckley — the writer, the polemicist — at his very 
best, a book that is as relevant today as it was a 
half century ago, then you must get (direct from 
NR) this new anniversary edition of The 
Unmaking of a Mayor . 

HOLY WORLD WIDE WEB! YOU CAN 
ORDER UNMAKING RIGHT NOW AT 
STORE.NATIONALREVIEW.COM 
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relentless pursuit of an immigrant’s 
hard-earned property led that immigrant 
to wonder aloud whether he’d have had 
more of a chance of keeping his stuff in 
Russia. Were a contemporary set of revo- 
lutionaries to be inspired by the Founders 
and draw up a list of “abuses and usurpa- 
tions,” the page marked “takings” would 
presumably be illustrated with a photo- 
graph of Donald Trump’s face. 

It is difficult to overstate just how 
dramatically Trump’s approach toward 
private property breaks with the views 
that the Founders held — views that 
conservatives typically claim to en- 
dorse. Since the Supreme Court took it 
upon itself to rewrite the Fifth Amend- 
ment, our debate has largely revolved 
around whether the government should 


be permitted to take private property in 
order to facilitate private development. 
In the 18th century, this was not even 
considered, so keenly respected was the 
distinction between public and private. 
In his “Summary View of the Rights of 
British America,” Thomas Jefferson 
went so far as to suggest that “our Saxon 
ancestors held their lands, as they did 
their personal property, in absolute 
dominion.” Americans, Jefferson con- 
tended, should expect to do the same — 
even under a republican rather than a 
monarchical regime. If they did not, 
he warned gravely, they could not 
expect to be the masters of their own 
destiny, for if the state were able to 
insist upon their eviction, they would 
be living under nothing more than a 
reordered feudalism. 

Jefferson’s principle — known histor- 
ically as “allodial ownership” — was 
eccentric even for the time, and did not 
make it into the final draft of the Bill of 
Rights. But, at the insistence of the 
more moderate James Madison, protec- 
tions were included. It is for this reason 
that the Fifth Amendment’s “takings” 
clause is restricted to “public use” (as 
opposed to the vaguer “public interest” 
or “public benefit”), and that “just com- 
pensation” is to be given to those who 


are affected by it. In an essay titled sim- 
ply “Property,” Madison explained the 
thinking behind these measures. “Where 
an excess of power prevails,” he pro- 
posed, “property of no sort is duly 
respected.” And then? “No man is safe 
in his opinions, his person, his facul- 
ties, or his possessions.” 

Despite the best attempts of the 
courts, Madison’s calculation lives on 
in the American spirit. Atypically for 
such a controversial decision, Kelo 
was met with a genuinely bipartisan 
horror. One can get a sense of just how 
broad the outrage was by looking 
through the list of states that took mea- 
sures to limit the government’s latitude 
in this area. As of today, 44 states have 
acted to mitigate the ruling, 22 of which 


have essentially reversed the decision 
as it applies to the authorities within 
their borders. 

Given the unusually broad-based 
nature of this resistance, it seems feasi- 
ble to marshal support for a constitution- 
al amendment that either overturns Kelo 
wholesale or goes some way toward 
limiting the meaning of “public use.” 
Typically, campaigns for constitutional 
amendments are quixotic. But in this 
instance, there is something for every- 
body. For progressives, such an amend- 
ment would represent a blow against 
large profit-seeking corporations and a 
victory for the powerless and the weak; 
for independents, it would guarantee a 
reduction in the cronyism that helps 
well-established politicians bolster their 
reelection chances at the public expense; 
and for conservatives — who wax lyrical 
about personal liberty and the Founders’ 
Constitution — it would be a momentous 
blow for individual rights and against the 
central planners, the soulless rent-seek- 
ers, and the would-be tyrants who regard 
dewy-eyed talk of freedom as but anoth- 
er impediment on their thorny road to 
empire. 

There’s just one problem standing in 
the way: That would-be tyrant is lead- 
ing in the polls ... NR 




The Road 
To Better 
Bridges 

Take a right turn at PRIVATE SECTOR 

BY JAY WEISER 

L ower Manhattan’s Fulton 
Center subway hub and its high- 
tech “oculus,” conceived in the 
wake of September 11 and 
opened in 2014, won numerous awards. 
Applauding critics were less loquacious 
about the construction itself: The project 
ran seven years late, paralyzing a down- 
town retail district; it was budgeted for 
$750 million but cost $1.4 billion; and, 
as the budget exploded, crucial features, 
such as a sufficient number of functional 
down escalators, were omitted, while the 
labyrinthine subway-line connections re- 
mained almost untouched. 

As the NewYorkPost ’s Steve Cuozzo 
observed, the $7 billion combined cost 
of the Fulton Center, the soon-to-open 
Santiago Calatrava Ground Zero PATH 
station, and the proposed Moynihan 
Amtrak station (none of which adds mass- 
transit capacity) would have been enough 
to build a new Hudson River rail tunnel 
and make repairs to century-old tunnels 
that have dangerously deteriorated. 

New York’s infrastructure disasters are 
representative. Economist Bent Flyvbjerg 
has called the infrastructure process 
“survival of the unfittest.” While devel- 
opers and politicians demand more 
government spending, their real goal is 
ribbon-cutting photo ops and payoffs for 
politically connected groups, funded by 
hidden debt. Money is no object, over- 
runs are routine, and the value of the 
project is irrelevant. 

We can improve infrastructure with 
three simple principles: Maximize exist- 
ing infrastructure, stop political payoffs, 
and privatize. 

Infrastructure that adds value to a 
community is inherently hard to build. 
Developers must project demand for 
decades; new technologies require an 
“if we build it, they will come” belief. 

Mr. Weiser is an associate professor of law at 
Baruch College. 


It is difficult to overstate just how 
dramatically Trump’s approach toward 
private property breaks with the views 
that the Founders held. 
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Lower Manhattan s Fulton Center subway hub 


Construction takes years and often en 
counters unforeseen conditions, and a 
project, once started, usually can’t be 
stoppedwithoutadeadloss . 

Fly vbj erghas found that, becauseof 
theplayers ’incentives , nearly allinfra- 
structureprojectshavehugecostover- 
runs. In order to get a shovel in the 
ground, proponents such as construc- 
tion unions lowball costs and highball 
benefits. Go vernment has particularly 
perverseincentivesbecausepoliticians 
andinfrastructuredevelopmentoperate 
on different time scales. To win the 
next election, politicians need to cut 
ribbons now, while the poorly con- 
ceived infrastructure they launch will 
burden the public for years after t hey 

leaveoffice. 

Politicians go pharaonic to leave a 
“legacy, ’’whilearchitectsandengineers 
win media plaudits based on glamour 
photo s when the proj ect opens , not on 
functionality or sticking to a budget. 
After a 1989 earthquake, California 
politicians chose an iconic single- 
tower suspension span, rather than a 
simpler viaduct, to replace a collapsed 
segmentofSanFrancisco’sBayBridge. 
Itopenedteny ear s late , nearly aquar- 
ter century after the earthquake. The 
$6.4billioncost — a355percentover- 
run — does not include the repeated 
fixesthestructureisexpectedtorquire 
over the next 150 years because of its 
designflaws. 


Publicity for big new projects 
encourages politicians to forgo more 
cost-effective upgrades to existing in 
frastructure. With a $ 1 billion capital 
cost (not adjusted for infla tion), South 
Florida’s new Tri-Rail carried only 
1 4, 800weekdayridersasof20 1 3 .Yet, as 
the Reason Foundation has noted, bus- 
rapid-transitandhigh-occupancy- vehicle 
lanes can cheaply and more intensively 
increasethecapacityofroads . 

Maintenance of existing infrastructure 
costs a fraction of what building new 
infrastructure does, and it maximizes 
existing use patterns, but there are no 
ribbon-cuttings for painting abridge to 
preventrust.Whilemaintenanceoffersa 
big bang for the buck, every mainten 
ance dollar deferred permits adollar of 
higher-profile spending. Even worse, 
with every new infrastructure project, 
the government adds future mainten 
ance obligations for that proj ect. New 
Orleanssawacenturyoflavishspending 
on new water-control projects (whose 
definitionexpandedtoincludema rinas) , 
evenasdeferredmaintenancecontributed 
to the levee failure and flooding during 
HurricaneKatrina. 

User fees, ifappliedtocovercoststo 
repair wear and tear, can fund mainte- 
nance and capital replacement and dis- 
courageinefficientuse.Butuserfeesare 
almostalwayssettoolow.Theinterstate- 
highwaysystemwasoriginallysupposed 
tobefundedbygasolinetaxes,butnoth- 


ingfullyreplacedtherevenuelostwhen 
automobileenginesthatweremorefuel- 
efficient whittled down gas taxes. The 
gas-tax rate has remained unchanged 
since 1993. 

Infrastructure construction was once 
rapid.Inl904,NewYork’sfirstsubway 
linewascompletedafteronlyfouryears. 

But starting with the Davis-B aeon Act 
of 193 1 infrastructure constructionbe 
came a year-round Christmas tree for 
interestgroups.Theactrequiresfederal 
contractors to pay local prevailing (i.e., 
above-market) wages. The act further 
mandates that a “prevailing wage” be 
establishedbeforeworkmaybeginona 
federally funded project. This can be a 
very slow process: During the Obama 
administration’s 2009 stimulus push, it 
often took a year, despite Obama’s 
promiseof“shovel-ready”jobs. 

Overthedecades infrastructure spend- 
ing became a form of crony capitalism. 

The number of favored groups for gov- 
ernment contracts expanded to include 
smalIbusinesses,domesticfirms(through 
“buy American” requirements), and 
women- and minority-controlled busi- 
nesses. The last is particularly ironic, 
giventhatoneoftheoriginalpurposesof 
Davis-B aeon was to exclude blacks, 
who, because of discrimination, were 
available to work fo r les s than the pre- 
vailing wage. The scale and complexity 
of the preferences generate work for 
lawyers and bureaucrats. Bidders create 
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shamfirmstotakeadvantageofthepref- 
erences, which discourages market-rate 
biddersandleadstorepeatedscanda Is . 

Interest-group NIMB Yism piles on 
still more requirements. The Port Au 
thority of New York and New Jersey, 
which must elevate the B ay onne B ridge 
to accommodate the next generation of 
cargo ships, attempted to fast-track re 
views for environmentalimpact, historic 
preservation, and Native American arti- 
facts. (Raising an existing bridge will 
affectneitheihistoricbuildingsnorNative 
Americanartif a cts . )Fiveyearslater,con- 
structionhasyettobegin. 

The Port Authority and other state- 
owned public-benefit corporations 
combine the progressive love for un 
accountable“expert’’agencieswithpoliti- 
cians ’ zest for evading legal-borrowing 
limits . Public authorities are empowered 
to build infrastructure funded by bonds 
thatarebackedbytheprojectedrevenue 
of a project. Because authorities are 
technically independent entities, their 
debt does not show up on state books , 
although, aswiththePuertoRicoElectric 
Power Authority, creditors expect the 
govemmenttobailoutanydefaults. 

Authoritybondsusuallyhaveamatu- 
rity of at least 30 years, reflecting the 
initial useful life of infrastructure pro- 
j ects .B ecausethebondspayinterestthat 
istriple-tax-exempt(exemptfromfederal, 
state, and local income taxes), high- 
incometaxpayersseethemasirresistible 
investments — andpoliticiansseethemas 
a seemingly unlimited source of funds. 
Thedebtoftriple-tax-exemptauthorities 
underwritesmissioncreep:thereframing 
of‘infrastructure”toincludeprojectsfor 
purportedeconomicdevelopment.Many 
public authorities, for instance, are still 
paying for professional- sports stadiums 
long after the teams have departed. As 
with 30-year home mortgages, annual 
debt-servicepayments are smallrelative 
tothesizeofthedebt,makingiteasyto 
overlook the ever-growing principal 
amountthatmustsomedaybepaid. 

The private sector will usually do 
better, thankstocompetition,theprofit 
motive, and — criticalbutoverlooked — 
the ability to restructure failed pro- 
jects. And even infrastructure that w e 

thinkofasinherentlypubliccanbepri- 
vatelyfinanced:Manyrecentsuburban 
developments have been required to 
install their own street, water, and 
se werinfrastruc ture . 


Private infrastructure is no panacea, 
however. When municipalities grant 
monopolyfranchises fortheinstallation 
of new types of infrastructure (such as 
cable TV four decades ago), bidders 
compete on lobbying and campaign 
contributions, notjustpriceandquality. 
Oncetheyobtainthefranchises, private- 
infrastructure investors risk expropria- 
tion: The Boston subway, originally 
privately owned, went broke and was 
ultimately taken over by government 
because politicians won elections by 
freezingfares. 

The hazards ofprivatelyownedinfra- 
structurecanbereducedbylimitingthe 
monopoly period and deregulating at 
its end, as the tran sportation industry 
demonstrated: For nearly a century, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission had 
held railroad rates below what was 
neededtofundrepairandreplacement. 
Then government- subsidized competi- 
tionfromtheinterstate-highwaysystem 
andairportsbankruptedmuchoftherail 
industry ,reducingrail ’ sshareofintercity 
freight to 35 percent by 1975. With 
deregulation in 1980, private money 
transformed freight-rail infrastructure. 
Today, America’s reorganized freight 
rail, which transports bulk cargo far 
more efficiently thantrucksdo, controls 
43percentofthefreightmarketandis 
regarded as the best in the world. 
Meanwhile, quasi-publicAmtrakbleeds 
money on politically mandated long- 
distancepassengerrailinlow-population 
regions and underinvests in the high- 
volumeNortheastcorridor,occa sionally 
with woeful results, as in the recent 
AmtrakcrashinPhiladelphia. 

Competition makes for winners and 
losers and adds efficiency by reorganiz- 
ingthewayinfrastructureisprovided.Of 
theeleveninfrastructurecompaniesatthe 
creationoftheDowJonesTransportation 
Averageinl884,justone,UnionPacific, 
still exists. After deregulation and a 
court-ordered breakup ended AT&T’s 
telecommunications monopoly, the tum- 
of-the-centurytelecombubblegenerated 
massive private infrastructure invest- 
ment. Then, after post-bubble bankrupt- 
cies, the industry — without government 
bailouts — reorganized into competing 
nationalcarriers , whichno wpro videim 
pro ved wireless andlnternet service ata 
fractionoftheformercost. 

By contrast, most government infra- 
structureagenciesareforever,andforev- 


er inefficient. Take the Colorado River 
damsintheWest,mostofwhicharemore 
than60yearsoldandownedbythefederal 
government: They offer below-market- 
priced water and power, creating envi- 
ronmental damage and worsening the 
effectsofthecurrentdrought. 

Improving the process by which we 
bui ldandmaintaininfrastructurewon ’ tbe 
easy, but we canimpro ve the incentives . 
When costs become visibl e, so will the 
advantages of preserving existing infra- 
structure.Toavoiddeferredmaintenance, 
fund maintenance of existing infrastruc- 
ture first. Shine a light on the inevitable 
overrunsofproposednewcapitalprojects 
bybudgetingthemat250percentofesti- 
mated cost, and reflect this in the cost- 
benefitanalysisbeforetheribbon-cutting. 
Bus-rapid-transit and high-occupancy- 
vehiclelanes,whic hmoreintensivelyuse 
existing infrastructure at minimal cost, 
will suddenly lookmuchmore attractive 
than fixed rail. Rather than hiding infra- 
structure costs inpublic authorities, con- 
solidate their books with those of their 
government sponsors — and subject their 
borrowing to state borrowing limits. 
Eliminate the triple tax exemption for 
“economic development” projects, and 
reserveitfortransportati on andcommu- 
nications improvements that benefit the 
entirepublic. 

Political payoffs are hard to stop, as 
James Madison in Federalist No. 10 
explainedmorethan200yearsago.Butif 
a fat cat like Donald Trump can run 
againstspecialinterests ,socanreformers . 
Eliminate set-asides for favored groups, 
get infrastructure built at the best price 
for the taxpayer, and simplify the per- 
mitting process. As P hilip K. Howard 
suggested in the Wall Street Journal , 
governments should set up “one-stop 
approvals,” wherebyoneagencyhasthe 
power to grant approvals, impose hard 
deadlines, andresolvedisputes. 

Finally, privatize, which encourages 
competition and attention to mainten 
ance.Privateinfrastructureprovidersnot 
only want to reduce costs , increase effi- 
ciency, andrestructurefailedproj ects ; as 
specialintereststhemselves,theyhavean 
incentive to fight political payoffs that 
undermineinfrastructure . 

For too long, infrastructure acolytes 
havelootedthepublictillwhilepurport- 
ingtobuildabetterfuture.Thefirststep 
toward building tomorrow’s infrastruc- 
tureisaccountability. NR 
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Boldly Go 

America is ready to return to space 



Mars rover Curiosity 


BY JOSH GELERNTER 

A flurry of space movies has 
fluttered out of Hollywood 
overthepastfewyears. Gen- 
erally speaking, mo vies skew 
towardthetrivialsideofthenewsspec- 
trum — but the new space flicks are a 
national bellwether. There are good 
thingstocome. 

Stanley Kubrick’s 2001: A Space 
Odyssey debutedin 1 968 . It startedfilm- 
inginDecemberl 965 ,ayeahntoNAS A’ s 
Geminiprogram.Geminiwasaproof-of- 
conceptprogram,forNASAtofigureout 
howtodoeverythingithadtodotoland 
menonthemoon.Andin 1965,itreally 
didlooklikewewereonourwayoutinto 
thecosmosNASAhadsuccessfullycom- 
pletedits first long-duration spaceflight, 
its first orbitalrendezvous , its firstorbit- 
adjustment maneuvers, its first space- 
walk: four of the major hurdles on the 
waytothemoon.Nineteensixty-fivewas 
alsotheyearof Mariner4 ,whichtookthe 
first-everclose-upphotosofMars.When 
2001 cameout,wewerejustayearaway 
from Apollo 11 ,andpeopleintheNixon 
administration would soon be talking 
aboutAmericagoingto Mars. Kubrick’s 
movie was a serious look at the adven- 
turesyettocome. 

Of course there’s plenty of fantasy 
sillinessin 2001 ,butthere’salsoalotof 
very well thought-out futurism. Beyond 
Mars is Jupiter, and that’s where 2001 
wentAtthespeedatwhichspacescience 
was progressing in the Sixties, Jupiter- 
by-2001 was a perfectly realistic goal, 
and Kubrick’s movie designed a plausi- 
blemissiontogetusthere.Therewasno 
magicgravitybutton,therewasagigantic 
centrifuge.Therewasnoreal-timephon- 
inghome,becauseofthe30-light-minute 
distancebetweenthe enroute spaceship 
andEarth(thatis,itwouldtake30min- 
utes for anything an astronaut said to 
gettoEarth,and30minutesforareply 
to get back) . Menial flight duties were 
handledbyasupercomputer.Therewas 

Mr. Gelernter is a weekly online columnist for 
NATIONAL Review and a frequent contributor to 
The Weekly Standard. 


even some amusingly prescient Skype- 
style video conferencing, and iPad- 
esque tablets . The film was a peek at a 
futureeveryonecouldseeonthehorizon, 
standing(asweallwere)onabigpileof 
spaceexcitement. 

NASApaidforthemoonlandingwith 
congressionalappropriationsmadepos- 
siblebythememoryoflFKandbycom- 
petition with the Soviets. After the 
moon landing, JFK’s challenge had 
been met, and the space race hadbeen 
won. Politicians felt space excitement 
waning ;fe werandfe werpeoplewatched 
each moon landing after the first. 
Apollos 18, 79, and 20 were canceled 
becauseofbudgeteuts .Plansforamoon 
base were shelved. Nascent plans for a 
mannedVenusflybywereshelved.Any 
thoughtofgoingtoMarswassuffocated. 
Insteadwegot Skylab — awell-meaning 
butdullspacestationbuiltusingleftover 
Apollo hardware — and Apollo-Soyuz , 
an American-Soviet joint mission and 
PRstunt,whichlaidthegroundworkfor 
thelnternationalSpaceStation.Andwe 


got the Space Shuttle, which built the 
International Space Station and, for 
years, servicedit. 

The Space Shuttle was aremarkable 
machine;budgetcutskeptitfromliving 
up to it s potential . Even if they hadn ’ t, 
the Shuttle wouldne ver have gone far- 
ther than low Earth orbit — where we’ d 
beensincel962.TheShuttle-erateacher- 
astronaut program was an attempt to 
iiEpirekidsthewaythemoonlanding 
had inspired them, in the way the 
Shuttle couldn ’ t, inhopes of creating a 
groundswellofspaceenthusiasm.None 
wasforthcoming. 

George W. Bush revived plans to go 
into deep space; his Constellation pro- 
gram, announcedin2004,calledformen 
toretumtothemoonnolaterthan2020 
and to go deeper into space from there. 
Democratsscoffedatit(“Wehaveserious 
challenges here on Earth,” said Nancy 
Pelosi)and,in20 1 0,B arackObamacan- 
celedityeplacingatripbacktothemoon 
withnebulousplanstogotoMars,orto 
anasteroid.Hewasabletogetawaywith 
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canceling Constellation — despite with- 
ering criticism from Neil Armstrong, 
among others — becausetherewasnopar- 
ticularpoliticalreasonnottocancelit.In 
2011 the Space Shuttle was retired, and 
nottoomanypeoplecared.Spacewasnot 
onthecountry ’ smind . 

In 2012, though, things started to 
change. OnAugustb, 20 1 2,lotsandlots 
of people followed the first genuinely 
excitingspacemissioninyears, holding 
their breath. The Curiosity rover, a 
mobile-laboratory robot the size of a 
small car, was scheduled to crash into 
Mars’s atmosphere going 1 3,000 mph. 
Aparachutewouldslowitdownto200 
mph,but200mphwouldstillbetoofast 
to land, so the rover would drop away 
fromtheparachute;retro-rocketswould 
carryittherestofthewaytotheground. 

But the rockets would kick up a dust 
cloud, whichmightharmthero ver — so 
insteadofcarrying Curiosity alltheway 
to Mars’s surface, the rocket platform 
would hover 60 feet in the air while a 
“sky crane” lowered Curiosity the rest 
of the way to the ground. The entire 
process would take seven minutes. On 
August6,20 1 2,Marswas 1 41ightmin- 
utes away from Earth — meaning that 
when NASA, and everyone watching, 
gotwordthatthelandingprocedurehad 
begun, ithadalreadybeenoverforseven 
minutes. Those seven minutes were 
damnedexciting. 

Theywentperfectly,and — suddenly — 
everyone was talking about space and 
American space-greatness. And — sud- 
denly — every onerememberedthat, since 
the Shuttle hadbeenretired, NAS Ahad 
had no way to get our astronauts into 
space other than by letting the Russians 
fly them. NAS Astarted telling everyone 
about SpaceX and the commercial-crew 
program: Private companies were devel- 
opingnewspaceshipstoflyourboysout 
of the atmosphere. SpaceX — led by the 
charismatic technologist Elon Musk — 
hadflownitsnewDragoncapsuletothe 
ISS for the first time just two months 
earlier. It had been an unmanned cargo 
flight, butnevermind:Everyone’simagi- 
nationwassparked.Boeingwasmakinga 
newspaceshiptoo,anApollo-esquecap- 
sule,andacompanycalledSierraNevada 
wasdevelopingamini-spaceshuttleAnd 
NASAwasdevelopingitsownnewcap- 
sule, called “Orion,” along with anew 
mega-rocket, called the Space Launch 
System (two surviving pieces of Bush’s 


Constellation program). “To hell with 
Putin ! ’’criedmorethanafewAmericans . 
“We’ regoingbackintospace ; we’ rebet- 
terthanever! ’’Meanwhile, Curiosity was 
sendinghomegorgeouspicturesfromthe 
mountainsofMars . 

AsittumedoutJIollywoodhadbeaten 
the rest of the U . S . to the punch. Since 
20 1 0,directorAlfonsoCuaronhadbeen 
developing a movie called “Gravity,” 
which would tell the story of a Shuttle 
astronaut stranded in space, trying to 
make her way back to Earth. When it 
came out in 20 1 3 , the country was al 
ready running a space fever. Cuaron’s 
riveting cosmodrama — starring Sandra 
Bullock — nudgeditafewdegreeshigher. 
Afterdecadesofspacefantasieslike Star 
Wars and space retrospectives like The 
Right Stujf, Holly wood wasbacktotak- 
ing a serious, big-budget look at the 
futureofspaceflight. 

A year after Gravity — that is, last 
year — we got director Christopher No 
Ian’s magnum opus, Interstellar , an ob - 
sessively physics-conscious movie about 
leavingthesolarsystem.It’ssetinableak 
near-futureinwhichpublicschoolsteach 
kids that the Apollo program was a PR 
stunt:Theheroremarkswistfullythatwe 
“usedtolookupattheskyandwonderat 
ourplaceinthe stars . Now we just look 
down and worry about our place in the 
dirt.”Maybethat’showNolanfeltwhen 
theConstellationprogramwascanceled. 

He wouldn ’ thavebeentheonly one . 

In theaters now, we’ve got Ridley 
Scott’s TheMartian ,basedonanovelof 
the same name by Andy Weir, about an 
astronaut marooned on Mars. It’s 2001- 
esqueinitscarefulforethought;don’tbe 
surprised if an eventual Mars mission 
looks alotit does in Scott’ s movie. And 
that Mars mission will happen, because 
forthefir sttimein40y ear s ,thecountryis 
startingtoseeitselfthewayit’sshownin 
themovie:asasciencesuperpower, tough 
andcompetent, willing andable, leading 
thewayintothefutureit’sagoodmovie. 
Whatmakesitevenbetteristhatitreflects 
thechangingnationalmood. 

Sowhenyousee TheMartian ,feelfree 
toletyourexcitementrunawaywithyou, 
likeakidinbedonChristmasE ve .Then, 
whenyougethome,sendalettertoyour 
congressman asking him to increase 
NASA’s budget. Remind him that there 
are lots of places to go in this here solar 
system, and that we’re going to plant 
Americanflagsonallofthem. NR 
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NotinOur 

Starsbutin 

Ourselves 

Of Peeple and people 

BY HEATHER WILHELM 

G ather around the campfire, 
friends , while I tell the latest 
fearsome tale of the wilds of 
SiliconValley.lt’ sthestoryof 
twoyoungish,bright-eyedwomen — Julia 
Cordray, a “bubbly, no-holds-barred 
Trendy lady, ’ ” as the Washington Post 
called her, and Nicole McCullough, a 
beaming mother of two — with ambition 
seepingthroughtheirpores . 

Theymaylookinnocent,thesetwo — 
cheerfully filming themselves as they 
weave through painful-looking “tech 
entrepreneur”cocktaile vents, earnestly 
self-promoting on various websites, 
gamely handing out business cards to 
shadycharacterswholoiteronthestreets 
ofSanJose — butlo, they leave atrail of 
destructionintheirwake. 

Well, at least they did for one brief, 
shining moment, when the news of their 
forthcoming app, Peeple, hit the press. 
Peeple, as Cordray toldthe Washington 
Post , was basically Yelp for human 
being s .Ify ou ’ reno tf amiliarwithYelp , 
it’s a service that allows users to rank 
businessesonascaleofonetofivestars 
andpostsnarkycritiquestoboot. 

On Yelp, there are even reviews of 
nationalparks . Here ’ s atwo- s tarre vie w 
of the Grand Canyon: “As amazing as 
theviewsareitisreallykindofboring. 
Every500ftanewvantagepointofthe 
same thing: Areally big hole in the 
ground.” Yellowstone National Park: 
“Onceyou ’ veseenonefgey ser] ,you ’ ve 
seenthemall.”YosemiteNationalPark, 
where the rocky face of El Capitan 
surgesaboveaverdantvalleylikealad- 
derto God: “Onetime, at Yosemite, I 
had to go to the bathroom, and it was 
gross.”AndanotheronYosemite:“How 
about you cut down the surrounding 
burned trees and make another parking 
lotorfive.” 

Heather Wilhelm is a senior contributor to the Federalist 
and a weekly columnist for RealClearPolitics. 
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Nicole McCullough and Julia Cordray 


Now imagine this service 
applied to you, a living being 
with a heart, a soul, occasional 
badhairdays, afew embarrass- 
ing driving moments, maybe a 
caseofpinkeye — anddon’tfor- 
get that time you had one too 
many margaritas at an office 
partyandknockedoveratwelve- 
footpottedpalmandabunchof 
thosecorporateLucitetrophies . 

As the news of Peeple scut- 
tled, lightning-quick, through 
the tubes of the Internet, the 
worlddrewbackunitedinhor- 
ror. Peeple was “terrifying,” 
notedthe WashingtonPost .The 
SanJoseMercuryNews calledit 
a“bullying-facilitation” app . “If 
youhavebeenwaitingfortheoneinven- 
tion that would make hating the 2 1 st 
century seem the only reasonable posi- 
tion, ’’DavidRutterwroteatthe Chicago 

Tribune^ wehavefoundit.” 

Facedwiththewrathofthetechcom- 
munityand prettymucheveryoneelseon 
earth, Cordray and McCullough — who 
claimtohaveraisedhalfamilliondollars 
instartupfunds — scrubbedtheirwebsite. 
Theyduckedfromthepres s .Peeplehad 
always been about “positivity” only, 
Cordray insisted, perhaps forgetting 
aboutPeeple ’ s ownpromotional videos , 
in which she is the star. “Do they lie all 
thetime?Aretheynarcissistic?”sheasks 
the camera, referring t o all the dreadful 
peopleintheworldyoucannowcarefully 
avoid, thanks to her app. “I wouldn’t 
wantthisapptojustbepositive.Wedon’t 
liveinafairy-taleland.” 

Inshort, Cordraywaspubliclyshamed 
foiherappthatpromotedpublicshaming . 
Asaresult, Peeple, despiteitssordidpast, 
willnowreportedlybepurely“positive.” 
Ourshortnationalnightmareisover. 

TheglobalflurryofPeepleopp robrium 
did not, of course, stop Cordray from 
utteringwhatmightbethemost“Silicon 
Valley” remark ever uttered: “With any 
new concept there is naturally fear,” she 
toldthetechwebsiteMotherboard.“When 
the people found out that the Earth was 
roundinsteadofflatandthatwerevolved 
around the Sun instead of the Sun re 
volvingaroundus,naturallypeoplewere 
upset and confused and they pushed 
backwithallthatthey had . ’ ’ 

Yes ,thatmustbeit : Peopleare simply 
afraid of the next great turning point for 
humanity. Thousands of years of human 


civilization, driven forward by man’s 
relentless drive — the Sumerians and the 
wheel ;GenghisKhanandhissavagecon- 
quests ;theindustrialre volution ;thesplit- 
tingoftheatom;thefirstspaceflight — all 
leading to an app on a glowing iPhone 
thatallowsyou, finally, to tellthe whole 
town(no, the whole world ! ) thatMargot 
andBeckyjustateallyourtortillachipsat 
ChiChi’s. Onestar. 

But, analogiestoCopemicusaside, per- 
haps Cordray was on to something . The 
alarm and loathing surrounding Peeple 
can’ tjust have been about the five- star 
ratingsystemandpubliccomments After 
all,similarthingsalreadyexist:“Likes” 
on personal Instagram accounts, F ace 
book photos of parties to which you 
weren ’ t invited, crazed comments from 
anonymousstrangersonTwitter. 

The true dark side of Peeple, in fact, 
might come from its brazen, forward 
embraceofanuncomfortabletruth More 
and more, in modem society, people are 
treated as commodities. “People do so 
much research when they buy a car or 
makethosekindsof decisions, ’’Cordray 
toldthepress “Whynotdot hesamekind 
ofresearchonotheraspectsofyourlife?” 

We all “deserve,” she argued, “to be 
aroundthebestofthebest.” 

There you have it: people as product. 
Begone,divinespark!Thecommodifica- 
tionofpeople, obviously, isnothingnew. 
Genghis Khan, the aforementionedfree- 
spiritedconqueror,hadafatherwholiter- 
allykidnappedhismother.Theworldhas 
known slavery for thousands of years. 
Marxisttheorists, meanwhile, couldhave 
afield day withPeeple:Marxoftendis- 
cussed the commodification of social 


relations, ideas, andbeliefs,butat 
the hands of a craven capitalist 
superstructure, notoursometimes 
strange, sometimes endearing 
conpulsiontopostartsyphotosof 
Taco Tuesday on the Internet. 
Thismakesitallthemoreironic, 
perhaps , that these days , at least 
intheWest,mostofourh uman- 
commodification efforts seem to 
originatefromthehomeofmany 
Marxist sympathizers — that is, 
theculturalLeft. 

Youcanseeitinfamily struc- 
ture: Last month, the Internet 
went abuzz with the story of a 
five-personfamilyintheNether 
lands eagerly awaiting their first 
baby.Inaninterview,eachofthe 
“parents”talksaboutwhat’sinitforhim 
or her — traveling convenience, parental 
leave, “equa 1 rights” of access to the 
child.Thechild, meanwhile, floatsquietly 
between the lines, like a new toy or a 
product with no needs. In the U.S., 
Califomiapassedalawin20 1 3 allowing 
formultiple-parentfamilies;severalother 
statesallowforthree-parentfamilies.Let 
thebaby-shoppingbegin. 

But not too much baby-shopping, 
please. Those who worry about global 
warming for a living are busy hectoring 
thepublictolimittheirprocreationlnthis 
view,peopleareaproductthatconsumes 
fartoomuch — asentientgas-guzzlerwith 
self-replicating DNA. One professor, S . 
Matthew Liao, director of the Bioethics 
ProgramatNewYorkUniversity^ecently 
wentbeyondthetired, 1 970s- style warn- 
ing that couples should have only one 
child. Hegotcreative: Ratherthantry to 
shrinkthenumberofpeopleonEarth, we 
should just try to shrink people through 
genetic engineering. Hey, car companies 
do it to meet go vemment fuel-efficiency 
standards.Whycan’tpeopledoit,too? 

The answer should be obvious : Hu 
manbeingsaren ’ tjustbodies ,andweare 
notproductsorcommodities .We ’ respir- 
itualbeingswithinherentvalue, regard- 
less of our earthly shell. Many believe 
that we’re also the beloved children of 
God. Bu t as history has shown, we’re 
also a pretty kooky bunch, and we fall 
repeatedly for the same old bad i deas . 

The commodification of other people — 
and, these days, even ourselves — is just 
oneofthem.Besuretoaddthattoyour 
review of humanity on Peeple, please. 
Threepointfivestars! NR 
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What Are 
Your 

Pronouns? 

The latest craze on campus 

BY JAY NORDLINGER 

I N 2003, 1 was moderating a “din- 
ner panel” at the annual confer- 
ence in Davos. I said that I would 
ask each participant “to say a few 
words about himself.” It crossed my 
mind to add “or herself’ — but then I 
thought, “No, we’re all adults here. 
This is not Oberlin College. People 
know about English, and language 
generally.” I was wrong. 

The first person I called on was an 
anthropology professor, a woman, 
who said, “To begin with, I am not a 
‘himself,’ I am a person.” The woman 
next to her — her companion — burst 
into applause. It was vigorous, angry 
applause, and it was lone applause. The 
lady clapped for about two seconds. 
Then the professor continued. 

This was a terribly awkward mo- 
ment, and it taught me something, or 
confirmed something: Standard Eng- 
lish — once-standard English? — is 
risky business. 


“To each his own,” we used to say. 
We did not mean anything sexual by it. 
We were not referring to people with 
male genitalia. We were referring to 
people. So it was with the word “man.” 
“What is man, that thou art mindful of 
him?” “What a piece of work is a 
man!” How about, “Man overboard!”? 
Would a woman, drowning, gurgle, “I 
am not a man!”? 

Recently, Donna Braquet, the director 
of the Pride Center at the University of 
Tennessee-Knoxville, wrote the follow- 
ing on the university’s website: “With 
the new semester beginning and an 
influx of new students on campus, it is 
important to participate in making our 
campus welcoming and inclusive for 
all. One way to do that is to use a stu- 
dent’s chosen name and their correct 
pronouns.” Obviously, she thinks that 
“their” goes with “student” — which is 
very modern. 

She had some advice for teachers. “In 
the first weeks of classes, instead of call- 
ing roll, ask everyone to provide their 
name and pronouns. This ensures you 
are not singling out transgender or non- 
binary students.” She also recommended 
that, at events where name tags are used, 
pronouns be printed beside names. 

What are the optional pronouns, by 
the way? “There are dozens,” Braquet 
explained. These include “ze/hir/hirs,” 
“ze/zir/zirs,” and “xe/xem/xyr.” “These 
may sound a little funny at first,” said 
Braquet, “but only because they are new. 


The sh and h pronouns would sound 
strange too if we had been taught z 
when growing up.” Yes, that is true. 

After protests from legislators and oth- 
ers in Tennessee, the president of the UT 
system demanded that Braquet’ s instruc- 
tions or guidelines be removed from the 
university’s website. He said that they 
gave the impression that the new way of 
pronouns was mandatory. Some progres- 
sives denounced Tennessee for back- 
wardness. They are hipper elsewhere. 

At Harvard, for example, and the 
University of Vermont, and many other 
institutions of higher ed. When regis- 
tering, students may indicate their 
PGPs, as well as other information. 
They can also say “no pronouns” or 
“name only.” So, if your name is Mike, 
and people refer to your room, they 
should not say “his room” (or “her 
room”), they should say “Mike’s room.” 
No pronouns. Name only. 

What are PGPs, you ask? “Preferred 
gender pronouns.” I’ll let Cornell Col- 
lege, in Mount Vernon, Iowa, elaborate: 

A preferred gender pronoun is a con- 
sciously chosen set of pronouns that 
allow a person to accurately represent 
their gender identity in a way that is 
comfortable for them. For example, a 
trans* person may begin using a gender- 
neutral pronoun prior to transitioning, 
and a gendered pronoun afterwards, or 
an agender, bigender or third-gender 
person may choose to use a neutral or 
invented pronoun. 


Getting to Know Gender-Neutral Pronouns! 


Traditional 

Masculine 

He laughed 

— 


|B 

He likes himself 

Traditional 

Feminine 

She laughed 

1 called her 

Her eyes gleam 

That is hers 

She likes herself 

Gender Neutral 
(Singular They) 

They laughed 

1 called them 

Their eyes gleam 

That is theirs 

They like 
themself 

Gender Neutral 
|Ze} 

2e laughed 
{pronounced; "lee" 

*1 in the fetter "z'f 

1 called hir 
(pronounced; 

"here") 

Hir eyes gleam 
(pronounced: 

"here'*) 

That is Mrs 
[pronounced: 
"here's") 

Ze likes hirself 
[pronounced: "here- 
self! 
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withering 
slight 


"by 


florence 


Icing 


* The new ; complete, and unabridged collection of the popular 

monthly NR magazine column by America’s most revered misanthropic writer 


florence king 


4hts e s n s 


F ew will argue that there has been any National Review writer of 
greater style, wit, and caustic wisdom than Florence King, whose 
beloved “second” column, “The Bent Pin,” graced the magazine in 
every other issue from 2007 to 2012 (her previous column, “The 
Misanthrope’s Corner,” held NR’ s back page for a glorious decade). King 
fans (who isn’t?/) have so craved her timeless works that over the years 
NR has now published a third treasure trove of unrivaled prose a la 
Florence — Withering Slights: The Bent Pin Collection , 2007 to 2012. 

On every page of this handsome hardcover book is proof positive 
that in Miss King’s deft hand, the pen is mightier than any sword, and the 
pin of prose finds and pricks the many inanities ballooning across the 
fruited plains and foggy moors. Get your first' edition copy of Withering 
Slights right now, for only $24.95, direct from (and only from) NR, happily 
shipped and handled at no cost to you. 

Admit again what you’ve admitted every time you’ve read a King cob 
umn or review: that through the laughter you’ve chortled, “I wish I’d said 
that.” Which is what you indeed will say, without end, when you climb 
the lofty heights of Withering Slights . Conservatives, curmudgeons, and 
anyone who thrills to superior writing will delight at this complete “Bent 

Pin” collection, a 200'proof, rip 'roan 

ing, bombs 'away exposition of La 
Firenze at her very best. Brandishing 
sharp, crafted, tight prose that dazzles 
and endures, Miss King’s dead'On, no' 
punch'pulled take on the American scene 
and its many cultural peccadillos will elicit gasps and gub 
i faws, head' shakes and table' slams, Heck'Yeahs and Damn'Straights 
I* (and maybe even a Darn'Tootin’) . From her first “Bent Pin” column in 2007 

»v | (“Grosser and Grosser”) to her 2012 adios (“Something Ere the End”), and some five dozen 

| more beauts between them (including classics such as “A Broad at Home,” “Facial Politics,” 

“Softboiled Speech,” “The Defenestration of the Shmoo,” and “With Liberty and Pug Noses 
for All”), King holds nothing back, letting loose her pen on anyone and anything from atro' 
cious trends (NeO'Cleavage!) to irksome types (Weeping Wardens, Lib Progs, TempCons, 
Pixies, New Changers, and many more) — all of it refreshing and guffaw'inducing. And 
you’ll relish the THWACK! when Florence gets her grump on to land a two 'by' four of con' 
tempt upside many a deserving noggin. Withering Slights is beautiful, new, and only $24.95. 





florence king 






Is your bookcase longing for STET, Damnit!: 
The Misanthrope’s Corner , 1991 to 2002 
—the complete and unabridged collection of Miss 
King’s acclaimed NR column? Then get a copy! 
We’re offering it for the discounted price of only 
$20.00 each (which includes shipping and han- 
dling). Hey: STET ; Damnit! also makes a great gift. 


ORDER FLORENCE KING’S BOOKS 
AT ST0RE.NATI0NALREVIEW.COM 


National Review ♦ 215 Lexington Avenue ♦ New York, NY ♦ 10016 

Sendme copiesof Withering Slights: The Bent Pin Co//ecrfo«.Mycostis$24.95 

each(shippingandhandlingincluded!).Alsosendme copiesof STET, Damnit! My 

cost is $20.00 each (shipping and handling also included). I enclose total payment of 
$ .Pleaseshipmycopiesto: 

Name 

Address 

City State ZIP 

e-mail: 

phone: 

(NYStateresidentsmustaddsalestax.Forforeignorders, add$10UStocoveradditionalshipping.) 


PAYMENT METHOD: 

O Check enclosed (payable to National Review /) 
□ Bill my □ MasterCard □ Visa 

Acct. No. 

Expir. Date 

Signature 



Maybefogeyshavesaidthisformil- 
lennia, but it’s not merely that I don’t 
quite understand the culture, I don’t 
even understand the language. That 
asteriskafter “trans / ’incidentally, does 
notleadtoafootnote.That ’ sthewaythe 
wordisspelled. 

TheUniversityofWisconsin-Madison 
hassomeadviceabouthowtobreakthe 
ice, pronoun- wise. On meeting some- 
one, you can simply say, “What pro- 
nouns do you use?” Or you can say, 
“MynameisTou,andmypronounsare 
‘he’ and ‘him. ’What about you?” The 
university also has a word of caution: 
“Remember that people may change 
their pronouns without changing their 
name, appearance, or gender identity.” 
You ’ vego ttakeepup . 

And what do you do if you make a 
mistake ?Ifyouusethewrongpronouns 
inreference to someone ? ‘ ‘Mo stpeople 
appreciate aquickapologyandcorrec- 
tion at the time of the mistake,” says 
Wisconsin. But“ifyouonlyrealizethe 
mistakelater,abriefapologycanhelp . ’ ’ 

You can say, “I’m sorry I used the 
wrong pronoun earlier. I’ll be more 
carefulnexttime.” 

There is a whiff of the Orwellian 
about this pronoun business — some- 
times avery strong whiff. Butsomeof 
the pronoun cops try to be patient. 
They often counsel, “Practice makes 
perfect.” Wisconsin says, “It can be 
tough to remember pronouns at first. 
Thebestsolutionistopractice ! ”Adif- 
ferentUW, at Platte ville, suggests a 
specific wayofpracticing : ‘ ‘ Wecantry 
swapping out the gender pronouns in 
ourfavoritesongwithagender-neutral 
pronoun, ‘they,’ for example, when 
we ’ re singing along . ’ ’ 

Conservative students are proving 
recalcitrant, naturally.AtAmericanUni 
versity ’s freshman orientation, you’re 
supposedtogiveyoumame, hometown, 
and pronouns. A conservative kid — a 
member of Young Americans for Free 
dom — questioned the need to give pro- 
nouns .Theorientationleadersaid? ‘Here 
at AU, we don’ t like to make assump- 
tionsaboutpeople ’ sgender. ’ TheYAFer 
told Campus Reform , “I actually found 
myself more offended by having to say 
my ‘pronouns,’ rather than allowing 
someone to naturally assume that I am 
obviouslyamale.” 

A student at Boston U, Autumn 
B reaz McArthur, prefers the pronouns 
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‘ ‘they’ ’ and ‘ ‘them’ ’ inreference to her- 
self (or himself or themselves) . The 
campus newspaper follows suit. So 
yougetsentenceslike,“McArthursaid 
theybelievethatthelackof education 
oncampus. . . ”Mc Arthuristhe“they” 
doingthebelie ving . 

Notlongagojwastalkingwithacol- 
leagueaboutathirdperson,whomIhad 
never met. My colleague kept saying 
‘ ‘they’ ’ and ‘ ‘them. ’ ’Igotconfused, sol 
asked, “Are we talking about one per- 
son or more than one?” Alittle sheep- 
ishly, my colleague said, “Just one.” 
She was not using the third person’s 
PGPs .Shesimplyfounditnaturaltosay 
“they”or“them.” 

Mycolleagueisayoungwomanwho 
works at a conservative institution. So 
this is not a matter of ideology but of 
generationalusage. 

In February of this year, the New 
York Times profiled a student at the 
Universityof Vermontwhosepronouns 
are “they” and “them. ’’The Times dis- 

cussed the student’s mother, whose 
childgrewupasagirlbutnowconsid- 
ers herself something else. Reflecting 
onher acceptanceofthe situation, the 
mother said, “It’s grown out of the 
process of really seeing how Rocko 
has grown as an individual and an 
adult, seeing how Rocko is their own 
person, and not a child. This is how 
they presents themself to new friends 
andcolleaguesandemployersandstu- 
dents. That group knows Rocko only 
that way.” 

You see how the language can get 
very tricky: “they presents themself’ 
ratherthan‘ ‘theypresentthemselves . ’ ’ 

Words that new-pronoun advocates 
use over and over are “unsafe” and 
“invalidated.” The first one is ubiqui- 
tous on campuses: Everyone feels 
‘ ‘unsafe’ ’ andmust seek safety, in some 
paddedroomor something . B ut ‘ ‘inval- 
idated’ ’ is coming on strong . A Boston 
Globe writer said, “According to re- 
searchersofgenderandsexuality,some 
students who do not identify with the 
commonplace pronouns like ‘he’ or 
‘ she ’feelinvalidatedinsocialsetting s . ” 
The writer quoted an official at the 
University of Massachusetts-Amherst, 
GennyBeemyn(whosename, possibly, 
usedtobeJennyBeeman).“Itfeelsreally 
invalidating to have people make an 
assumption about what your gender is 
simplyby lookingaty ou . ’ ’ 


Let me say that people in sexual 
minorities, or of odd sexual condi- 
tions, havebeentreatedbadlyforcen- 
turies.Someremediationisinorder,or 
atleastsimpletolerationandcourtesy. 
But these linguistic contortions are 
absurd, and so are thehypersensitivi- 
tiesthatgowiththem.Expectationsof 
courtesy are one thing, bald imposi- 
tions another. 

Language evolves, everyone says. 
That is certainly true. And whenever 
someone protests or murmurs about a 
change, people say, “Get with the pro- 
gram, Gramps. Itain’ ty our world any- 
more . ’ ’Iunderstandthis .Butlalsothink 
that changes driven by ideology are 
differentfromnaturale volution. 

Someofthenew-pronounpeoplecite 
“Ms.” — which the fogeys once griped 
aboutandisnowcommonplaceAgood 
point. I notice that presidential-debate 
moderatorsareaddressingCarlyFiorina 
as“Ms .Fiorina,” whichtheypronounce 
either “Miz” or “Miss” (or somewhere 
inbetween). In point of fact, thereis a 
Mr. Fiorina — Frank — so Carly, at least 
in theory, is “Mrs. Fiorina.” But evi- 
dently Thatcher will be the last ‘ ‘Mrs . ’ ’ 
inpolitics. 

Just the other day, I used the initials 
“A.D.”whenwritingaboutaneventin 
antiquity. I was conscious of doing 
something slightly subversive — be- 
cause now you’re supposed to write 
“C.E.,”for“CommonEra.”“A.D.”and 
“B . C . ’’imply Christianity, sothey must 
goinfavorof‘C.E.”and“B.C.E.’They 
will ,butit ’ shardtounteachme , whenl 
don’twanttobeuntaught. 

Atthebeginningofthepresentschool 
year,theAssociatedPressquotedastu- 
dent “who identifies as genderqueer.” 
(Noidea.) She(bytheevidenceofher 
picture) said, “By now, we’ ve figured 
out that sexuality is fluid, gender is 
fluid. I think that we ’re atthebegin- 
ningofitall . ”Will“ze , ”‘ ‘xy r, ’ ’andthe 
restcatchon, like “Ms .” ? Or willthey 
bethehobbyofafew,likeEsperanto? 
Wewillsee. 

Tome,thenewpronounsareuglyand 
soulless, like robot language. I also 
think that today’s obsession with sex, 
self,andidentityisterriblydamaging — 
toindividualsandsociety.ButIsuppose 
myattitudeshouldbelaissez-faire:You 
don’tbealanguagecopoverme,andI 
won ’ tbealanguagecopo very ou . 

Toeachtheirown?Xyrown? NR 
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Civil-Rights Republicanism 

Ho w the GOP can appeal to hlack voters — and why it should 

BY THEODORE R. JOHNSON 


n October 201 2, just as presidential campaigning had 
reachedfeverpitchjwasrakingleavesinthefrontyard 
ofmynorthern-Virginiahomewhenlnoticedapackof 
volunteers clad in “Romney 20 1 2” T- shirts canvassing 
theneighborhooddoortodoor,engagingresidentsanddrum- 
ming up support for their candidate. When my house was 
next in line , I s et aside the rake and started do wn the dri ve- 
waytowardthegroup.Theywalkedrightpastmewithoutso 
muchasafriendlysmileorneighborly“Hello.’’Howcurious. 
Returning to my yardwork, I watched as they dutifully 
stopped at my neighbor’s house and deposited campaign 
materialsatthefrontdoorAndthenthebandmadeitsmerry 
waydowntheroad. 

As ablackguy, I couldn’ treally faultthe group ’ s practical 
decision.Afterall,whyspendtimeandcampaignresourceson 
mewhennineintenblacksroutinelyvotefortheDemocratic 
presidential nominee and when the nation’ s first black presi- 
dent was seekingreelection ? 

ButasanAmerican,Iwas furious. Themessagethisgroup 
conveyed was that my vote — the right to cast it was one of 

Mr. Johnson is a doctoral candidate in public policy at Northeastern University and 
a former White House Fellow. 


manyrightsofcitizenshiplspentacareerinthemilitarypro- 
tecting — was not worth pursuing . The snub meant they were 
unableorunwillingtomakeacasefortheircandidatebecause 
I had a different appearance. So much for party outreach. 
PerhapsI’ mbeingtoosensitiveaboutthis .Toseebigotryina 
run-of-the-millslightistobuyintotheprevalentbutlazynar- 
rativethattheRepublicanpartyisraciallyintolerant — aparlor 
gameofzerointeresttome. 

Thereisnodisputing, however, thattheGOPhasaproblem 
connecting withblackvoters.Sothisepisodeis symptomatic 
ofthelarger,enduringis sue .It’ snotthatthepartyhastriedand 
failedtoattractblackvoters ;it’ sthatithaslargelydisregarded 
them.TheeffectistheRepublicancessionoftheblackvoteto 
theDemocraticparty. 

GOPattemptsatblackoutreachareinconsistentandrepeat- 
edlyundoneby inadvisable strategic communication choices 
andabasiccallousnessabouttheblackexperienceinAmerica. 
Jeb Bush’s recent comment that he would give African 
Americans“hopeandaspiration”insteadofbribingthemwith 
“freestuff ’isaprimeexample.Thissentiment — onethatcasts 
theblackelectorateasasoullessandindolentblocupforsale 
tothehighestbidder — isaspervasiveamongsomeRepublicans 
asitisspurious. 
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ButtheblamedoesnotfallsolelyontheRepublicanparty. 
Blackvotershaveallowedthemselvestobecordonedoffinto 
theDemocraticparty.Obviously,itwasaneasychoiceforany 
rational, well-informed, andnewlyempoweredblackvoterin 
the 1960s to prefer the Democratic party once President 
LyndonJohnson’sGreatSocietylegislationfurtherenshrined 
into law blacks’ equality and rights of citiz enship. But since 

then, partisan loyalty has kept blacks from confronting both 
parties with policy demands and from forcing a competition 
betweenthetwopartiesfortheirvotes. 

ThisisthecurrentstateoftheAfrican-Americanelectorate. 
TheRepublicanpartyignoresitandtheDemocraticpartytakes 
itforgranted.Theyhavedonesoforyears.“Thepainfultruth 
is that in 1 972, presidential candidat es are either taking the 

black vote forgrantedor, worse, theyjustdon’tgiveadamn,” 
as Newsweek politicalcorrespondentStephanLesherputitin 
th eNewYorkTimes overfourdecadesago. 

B uthere ’ sthegoodne ws : We ’ reapproachingthedawnof a 
new, post-Obama era, when blacks vote at higher rates than 
whites do and are frustrated that neither party has paid ade- 
quateattentiontotheirconcerns.Th evotesofcitizensdissat- 
isfied with bothpartiesareupforgrabs.Withoutthefirstblack 
president in the equation, an engaged black voting bloc is 
primed for a pitch from new faces in both parties. The Re 
publican whois strong onbedrockconservative principles as 
well as civil-rights protections will win the support of black 
votersatlevelsthepartyhasn’tseeningenerations — Icallhim 
the civil-rightsRepublican. 

E verything the Republicanparty needs to know about 
the African- American electorate is bound in this one 
truism: Once civil-rights protections are guaranteed, 
African Americans will feel free to vote in accordance with 
theirvariedeconomicandsocialinterests. 

This simple truth is mostly obscured by the party ’ s funda- 
mental misunderstanding of black people and what motivates 
theirvotingdecisions.ManyRepublicanshavelargelyaccepted, 
and even perpetuated, thefalsenarrativethatblackAmericans 
arebeholdentotheDemocraticpartybecauseitsupportsthem 
with social- welfare programs and unearned benefits . B lacks ’ 
overwhelmingsupportofDemocraticcandidatesisassumedto 
beproofthatthepolicyviewsofblackvotersareidenticalwith 
those of the Democratic party. Th at as sumption could not be 
more wrong. 

Howwearrivedatthispointisnomystery.Inthedecades 
followingtheirfreedomfromslavery,blackAmericanswere 
Republicans to the very limited extent to which they could 
participateinthepoliticalprocess.Thissolidallegiancewas 
attributable almost solely to President Lincoln and the 
Republicancongressmenwhochampionedthel 3 thandl 4th 
Amendments and p assed the first set of civil-rights laws, 
during Reconstruction. The first generation of those who 
couldaccuratelybelabeledAfricanAmericanssupportedthe 
Republican party because it fought for their equality and 
civil rights when the Democratic party actively opposed 
thosethings. 

Following President Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal and 
President Harry Truman’ sdesegregationofthemilitary, black 
votersbegandriftingtowardDemocrats.Inthewakeoflynch- 


ings of blackAmericans and Jim Crow laws depriving black 
citizens of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, blacks 
lookedforapartytorepresenttheircivilrightsandeconomic 
interests . The Democratic party responded by leading on the 
CivilRightsActof 1 964,theVotingRightsActof 1 965 ,anda 
hostof social programs that insulated b lack Americans from 

the capricious destructiveness that racial discrimination had 
unleashedontheirli ves . 

Blackvotersremainedtruetotheirprinciplesofcivil-rights 

protectionsaboveallelse;itwasthepartiesthathadchanged. 

As in the previous era, but this time with roles reversed, 
blacks supported Democrats because the Democratic party 
foughtforequalityandcivilrightsinthefaceofRep ublican 
opposition, exemplified by Barry Goldwater ’s vocal disap- 
provaloftheCivilRightsActofl964.Thestarkpolarization 
oftheblackelectorateisafunctionoftheevolutionofthepar- 
ties’ stances on civil-rights protections. Period. There is no 
my steryhere.Forthepastl50y ears ,historyhasshown, black 
political allegiance is not to a party but to equality and the 
fullrightsof citizen ship.Itreallyisthisstraightforwardand 
simple. And this obsession with equality is uniquely and 
inherently American, arising from the same revolutionary 
spiritthatestablishedthenation. 

The lesson fortheGOPtodaycanbefoundintheoneperiod 
in the early 20th century when there was a contested black 
electorate . From the 1920s until the mid 1 940s , the parties ’ 
civil-rightsplatformswereeith eressentiallyindistinguishable 
or considered unimportant. In “Platforms and Partners: The 
Civil Rights Realignment Reconsidered” (2008), Brian D. 
FeinsteinandEricSchicklerexamineddecadesofpartystate- 
mentsandcandidates’campaignmaterialsandfoundthatthe 
“parties took nearly identical civil rights stances” from the 
early 1920s “until approximately 1946. ’’Duringthatperiod, 
blacks ’partyi dentificationwase venly splitbet weenthepar- 
ties . When black voters could not identify fundamental dif- 
ferences in theparties’civil-rightspolicies,otherissuesdrove 
theirpoliticalsupport. 

Thelessonis obvious . Remove civil rights as anissue and 
blackswillbemoreinclinedtosupportthepartythatbestrep- 
resentstheirotherinterests.Intheirpoliticsandintheirviews 
onsocialand economicpolicy,blackvotersarenotmonolithic . 

The black electorate holds a variety of policy positions, just 
like every otherracial and ethnic group in America. This has 
not been easily observable because of the salience of civil 
rightsbutcanbeseenfromevenacursorylookatstaterefer- 
endumsandpollingresults . 

Republicanscanwinblackvotesbyfirstunderstandingthat 
theblackexperience inAmericademandsreassurancesthatthe 
equality of African- Americansisnotsubjecttopoliticalwhims 
or electoral strategies . To as sume that the Constitution is the 
only guaranteethatblacksneedistoignorehistory. The 14th 
Amendment, afterall,didnotpreventthe“separatebutequal” 
doctrineorstatutoryJimCrow.Ittookacenturyforthenation 
to grant to blacks the citizenship rights tha t the Constitution 

hadestablished. 

Thatbeing thecase,allthattheGOPmustdotowinthesym- 
pathy of many black voters is affirm the importance of civil- 
rights protections, long enshrined in the Constitution and 
numerous pieces of congressional legislation, and make no 
efforttoundercutthem.Forblacks,“civilrights”isnotacode 
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word for affirmative action, racial quotas, and unfettered pecu- 
niary handouts. Once the party of Lincoln and Teddy Roosevelt 
fully appreciates that, it will see just how simple it is to dis- 
mantle the wall between itself and African Americans. 


T he primacy of civil rights for black voters has obscured 
their other political concerns. Polls show that the issues 
most important to blacks, across a wide range of ages, 
incomes, and levels of education, are crime and the econo- 
my — unemployment, poverty, and health-care costs. But, as 
with all Americans, liberty is their highest priority. Because of 
the black experience in America, civil rights more heavily 
influence black voting behavior. 

The African-American electorate is the most active racial or 
ethnic voting bloc in the country. Its voter turnout as a percent- 
age of the total black population has increased by more than 13 
percentage points in the past two decades. (In contrast, white- 
voter turnout as a percentage of the total white population has 
decreased by 3 percentage points in the past decade.) In 2012, 
for the first time in history, black- voter turnout was higher than 
white- voter turnout. 


But the truth is that, more than any other race or ethnicity, 
African Americans believe that the American dream is attain- 
able with hard work, according to a poll released in July by 
the Aspen Institute and TheAtlantic . Any hope that the GOP 
has of attracting black voters hinges on its ability to substi- 
tute that truth for the stereotype that blacks prefer to be 
dependent on government. 

That there is growing socioeconomic inequality within black 
communities is confirmed by an ongoing research project con- 
ducted by Harvard government professor Jennifer Hochschild 
and Yale political- science professor Vesla Weaver. Investigating 
the significance of race and class in politics, they have found that 
racial segregation has decreased in metropolitan areas but that 
class segregation has increased. Middle-class and affluent 
blacks have moved away from blacks living in poverty. With 
respect to social status — wages, work, housing, and schools — 
the black experience in America is more heterogeneous than it 
was several decades ago. 

In short, there are now two versions of black America — 
the haves and the have-nots. Hochschild and Weaver’s 
research shows that, in 2013, black intra- group inequality 
was the highest in the nation. That has given rise to demon- 


In short, there are now two versions of black 
America — the haves and the have-nots. 


Blacks over the age of 25 are the driving force. They are the 
only demographic that has grown in each presidential election 
in the past 20 years. Further, more than half of blacks over 25 
have some college education, and almost a third are in manage- 
rial or professional jobs. 

African Americans’ buying power, a measure of disposable 
net income, is $1.1 trillion, and black-household income is 
growing fast. Nearly one in five black households earn $75,000 
or more. And Nielsen reports that between 2000 and 2013, the 
aggregate income of all African-American households has 
increased by 45 percent. 

This incredible success has been accompanied by the 
declining state of the black underclass. The black poverty 
rate is more than twice that of whites, and almost four in ten 
black children are growing up in poverty. Poor black fami- 
lies live in segregated neighborhoods, and their children 
attend de facto segregated schools, concentrating poverty 
and despair. Black unemployment still exists at a recession- 
level 10 percent, despite national unemployment rates of 
roughly 5 percent, meaning that blacks are unemployed at 
twice the rate of whites, as was the case when the March on 
Washington took place in 1963. Only 38 percent of black 
households consist of two-parent families. The median black 
household has only 6 percent of the wealth of the median 
white household. 

Because poverty and criminality dominate the narrative 
about the African-American experience, misperceptions per- 
sist. African Americans have been typecast as preferring a large 
government role in addressing their concerns. Through that 
lens, it appears that the Republican principles of hard work, 
individualism, personal responsibility, and self-determination 
would be unappealing to the typical black voter. 


strable policy splits among blacks. College-educated blacks 
show less support for government services, crime control, 
and spending on poverty programs and are more likely to 
believe that their voices are heard and heeded by govern- 
ment officials. While most blacks agree on policy priorities, 
their differing experiences have created a divide on the best 
method to address them. This is the age-old tension between 
conservatives and liberals. 

On the whole, African Americans have begun to lean toward 
conservative principles regarding redistribution. A recent paper 
from the National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER) 
found that African Americans are less supportive of racially 
targeted aid, increasingly likely to believe that economic out- 
comes can be attributed to hard work, and increasingly likely to 
oppose redistributive programs. In other words, African Ameri- 
cans are increasingly coming to believe that the nation is a fairer 
place than it once was and that race does not play as large a role 
in their economic lives as it once did. 

Even affluent blacks, however, are aware that their socio- 
economic position is tenuous. As Harvard sociology professor 
William Julius Wilson notes in a recent article, though the unem- 
ployment gap between black and white college graduates was 
just over 1 percent before the 2008 recession, by 2013 the differ- 
ence was 7.5 percent. Blacks, even the well educated, have dis- 
proportionately borne the brunt of the economic slowdowns. 
When the bottom fell out of the housing market, blacks were 
harmed most, as they watched a generation of wealth wash away 
along with respectable credit scores. This influenced their ability 
to refinance their homes, start small businesses, and even obtain 
PLUS Loans for their children’s college tuition. 

All of that influences the decisions of black Americans about 
which party and which candidates to support. Though their 


NATIONAL REVIEW 31 


individualexperiencesdiffer^aceplaysasignificantroleinhow 
allblacksareperceivedandtreatedbysociety,asUniversityof 
ChicagoprofessorMichaelDawsonexplainedinl994 .Dawson 
arguedthatracebindsblackvoterstogetherwiththebeliefthat 
one’s success is contingent on the success of the group as a 
whole — anideacolloquiallyknownas“hnkedfate.’Thatbelief 
motivates African Ameri cans to subordinate personal policy 
preferencesandindividualeconomicintereststothecivilliber- 
tiesoftheo verallgroup . 

Hochschild and Weaver posit that affluent blacks ’ move 
awayfrompolicyliberalismcouldmeaneitherthattheyhave 
becomelessconcernedwithinequality(unlikely,onthelinked- 
fate theory) or that they want to help the poor but are 4 do sing 
faithinliberalstrategiesasth ebestmeansofdoingso.’Thelat- 
terinterpretationismorethanmeresupposition. 

Aprime example is an ongoing battle between the Obama 
administrationononesideand,ontheother,theNationalBlack 
Chamber of Commerce and a group of black elected leaders, 
includingtheAfrican-AmericanMayorsAssociation.Themay- 
orsandtheChamberareconcernedthatnewlimitsonairpollu- 
tion will slow the economy and job growth in cities. African 
Americanswouldbehurtthemostifenvironmentalregulations 
forcedcompaniestoclosesitesorlayoffworkers.Ontheother 
sideofthisargumentareblackgroupsthatrightlynotethatair 
pollutionaffectspoorblackcommunitiesmost.Thesegroupsare 
concemedthattheeffects of smog onthehealthof poor black 
residentsexacerbateexistinginequality. 

African Americans engaged on this issue are split — some 
favortheconservativeprincipleoffree-marketeconomicsand 
lessregulation,andothers,theprogressiveprincipleofastrong 
centralgovernmentprioritizingenvironmentalregulationsover 
businessprofits.Theyaresplitbecausetheyhavebeencourted 
byopposingfactions — industry andthefederalgovernment — 
andbelievethattheirconcemsandpre ferencesarebeingheard 
andconsidered.Buttheoverarchingconcernaboutcivilrights 
has overshadowed this natural intra-group tension. If the 
Republicanpartycanremovecivilrightsasanissuethatdistin- 
guishesitfromtheDemocratic party, blackconservatism will 
findexpres sioninpolitic s . 

C ivil-rights Republicansarethefutureoftheparty.They 
aretheonlycandidateswhowillbringblacksandother 
minoritiesintotheGOPinnumberssufficienttokeepit 
competitive for decades to come. Civil-rights Republicans 
embodyandextendtheparty’sbesttraditionsofmclusivity,and 
caneasethefearsandsuspicionsthatsomeAfricanAmericans 
haveoftheparty ’ s obj ecti ves . There shouldbenothingcontro- 
versialorparticularly novel abouttheir proposals. History has 
shown, however, that the contours of civil-rights protections 
sparktremendousdebate . 

Insofarasbeingpro-civilrightshascometomeanfavoring 
wealth redistribution based on race, the term “civil rights” 
has been hij acked . The current prevailing perception is that 
civil rights are incompatible with social and fiscal conser- 
vatism, small government, and personal responsibility. This 
is wrong. 

In truth, tobepro-civilrights means only tobeinfavor of 
equality with respecttotherightsofcitizenshipextendedtoall 
Americans, regardlessofrace.Yes,someblackssupportracial 


quotas, reparations, andredistribution.Butthosearenotcivil 
rights, andasdetailedintheNBERreport,blackshavesignif- 
icantly decreased their support for such aid relative to other 
respondents .Theterm“civiMghts’’mustbewrestedf romliber- 
alismandnestedinconstitutionalism. 

Sothefirstjobofcivil-rightsRepublicansistoredefinethe 
issue for the party’s base; then they must make the case to 
AfricanAmericans. Republicans have alio wedthemselves to 
be branded as uniquely intolerant, sometimes through their 
words and actions and other times through their choice to 
remain silent. The remedy is consistent and outspoken civi 1- 

rights Republicans whoclearlyspeakoutagainstthoseinthe 
partywhospoutraciallyinsensitivecomments.Forexample, 
whenDonaldTrumpsaysthatblackshavenospirit,andwhen 
Bush says that blacks vote for whoever promises the most 
“free stuff ,” civil-rights Republicans shouldimmediately and 
forcefully condemn the remarks, without mincing words. A 
recordofsuchpublicdefenses ofAfricanAmeri canswillpro- 
vide a counter-narrativetothebrandingproblemthepartycur- 
rentlyfaces. 

Asamatterofpolicy,civil-rightsRepublicansshoulddiffer 
from the party’s current practice in one major respect: They 
shouldpaycloseattentiontowaysinwhichexistingandpro- 
posed policies disproportionately harm African Americans. 
Forexample,whitesaremorelikelytoselldrugsandaslikely 
to use them, but blacks are far more likely to get arrested for 
drugs.Orconsidervotingrights.SincetheSupremeCourt’sde 
cisionin ShelbyCountyvHolder ,manystateshavei mplemented 
newvoter-identificationlawstargetedatreducingvoter fraud. 
As itturnsout,manyoftheselawshavemadevotingmoredif- 
ficultformany blacks. Civil-rights Republicans should stress 
theimportanceofstemmingthe criminalizationofblackpeo- 
pleand seektopreventthedisenfranchisementofblackswhile 
stillhonoringtherightofstatestoenactmeasuresthatreduce 
voterfraud,totheextentthatitoccurs. 

Civil-rights Republicans should also take aim at disparate 
impact.Thoughthisconceptisusuallyassociatedwithhousing 
policy, it applies in general to policies that are likely well 
intended but are, i n their implementation, disproportionately 
harmfultominorities.Disparateimpactliesattheheartofmost 
AfricanAmericans ’policyconcems . 

Blacks aren’tforaffirmativeactionasmuchastheyarefor 
equaltreatmentinallaspectsofemployment — hiring, promo- 
tion, retirement, andlayoffs . B lacks aren’ tforredistributionas 
much as they are for equal access to opportunities that will 
increasethe irsocialandeconomicstatus.Blacksaren’tforpoli- 
ciesthatareweakoncrimeasmuchastheyareforacriminal- 
justicesystemthattreatsallAmericansthesame.So,toattract 
black voters, civil-rights Republicans don’t need to champion 
liberal policies, but only to ensure that conservative policies 
don’tleaveblacksbehind. 

Republicansalsohaveyettotakenoteoftheothersideofthe 
coin — positivedisparateimpact,orpropitiousimpactJustasitis 
important to examine where policy specifically fails blacks, 
attractingblackvoterswillrequirehighlightingthoseconserva- 
tivepoliciesthathelpthem.Criminal-justicereform,foiexample, 
isconsonantwithRepublicanvalues,asitpromotesbetteruseof 
taxpayerdollarsandcurbstheoverweeningstate.Anditdispro- 
portionatelyben efitsAfricanAmericans,whoconstituteadispro- 
portionateshareoftheincarceratedpopulation. 
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Orconsiderover-regulation.TheRepublicanpartyiscom- 
mittedtoeliminatingit.Removingregulationsthathampeijob 
creation and economic growth in metropolitan areas, which 
tend to have large black populations, is another policy with 
propitiousimpact.Accordingly,anattractivecaseforitcanbe 
made to black voters . Industry has led that charge, but civil- 
rightsRepublicansshouldjoinit. 

But,asimportantasreducingdisparateimpactandincreasing 
propitiousi mpactare,policyisn’tenough.Republicansshould 
also seek opportunities to engage with African Americans . 
Candidates and elected officials should meet with predomi- 
nantlyblackaudiences,largeandsmall,anddispelthenotion 
thatthepartyisunconcernedaboutthem. 

E ngagement is a two-way endeavor. It introduces 
AfricanAmericanstoRepublicans,anditfamiliarizes 
RepublicanswithAfricanAmericansatthegrassroots 
level, militating against stereotypes. Eachside’sshowingup 
communicates a willingness to listen, learn, and find com- 
monground.Italsoprovidesanopportunitytoairgrievances 
directly, rather than through the filter of the press or of 
mouthpieceswhomaynotbetrulyrepresentativeoftheparty 
orthepeopl e.Onlythroughhonestconversationscaninter- 
locutors discuss the nuances of policy and cut through the 
noiseofcaricature. 

Republicansshouldachievethesegoalsthroughapragmat- 
icelectoralstrategy,particularlyinpresidentialcampaignsA 
modest increase in support among black voters in certain 
areascoulddeliverthepresidencytotheRepublicanpartyin 
2016. Five states will be particularl y important: Florida, 
Ohio, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and Virginia. In 20 1 2, 
theyweredecidedbyslimmargins,withObamawinningall 
of them but North Carolina. Obama won Florida’s 29 
ElectoralCollegevotesbyfewerthan75,000popular votes. 

As the Wall Street Journal has pointed out, if Romney had 
won lOpercentoftheblack vote there insteadof4percent, 
hewouldhaveflippedthestate .Thema rginsintheotherfour 

statesweresimilarlysmall. 

The electoral strategymustnotbelimitedtowinningmore 
black votes but should also demonstrate how conservative 
governance can produce better outcomes for black citizens . 
This is necessary because when black voters are dissatisfied 
with a Democratic candidate or especially pleased with a 
Republican candidate, their turnout decreases. Studies show 
thatblackvotersstayhomebecause,thoughtheymightprefer 
the particular Republicancandidate,they(outofloyaltytothe 
Democratic party ) don ’ t wantto vote against the Democratic 
candidate and (because some Republicans are insensitive on 
race)don’twanttovoteRepublican,onprinciple. 

Sothecalculusisclear.Foreverytenblackvoterswhochoose 
nottovote,theDemocraticcandidatelosesni ne votes, andthe 

Republicanonlyone,ifweassumethatthosewhostayedhome 
wouldhavebrokenfortheDemocratinroughlythesamepro- 
portionastheblackvotebreaksforDemocraticcandidatesgen- 
erally.WhenthiseffectiscoupledwithaRepublicancandidate 
who competes for the black vote more effectively than most 
Republicansdo,thepathtovictoryisevident. 

Moreover, Republicantacticalcyn icism,realorperceived, 
increasestheblackvote,andincreasesitforDemocraticcan- 


didates. Consider, forexample,NorthCarolina.Itpassedthe 
VoterIdentificationandVerificationAct,placingnewrestric- 
tions on acceptable forms of identification, early-voting 
availability, and same-day registration. Many black voters 
perceivedtheaimofvoter-IDlawstobethesuppressionof 
their vote, and , as aresult, the 20 1 4midtermelection saw 
the highest levels of black- voter participation in recent 
statehistory. 

Lamentably, some Republican strategists prefer a different 
approach, arguing that simply increasing white- voter partici- 
pation to 75 percent or higher would ensure victory for 
Republicans. Suchaneffortwouldamounttodoubling down 
on Nixon’s “southern” strategy in 1968, which alienat ed 
minority voters by appealing to white fears. We are seeing 
some of the markers of this strategy in today’s presidential 
campaigns, with somecandidatesharshlycriticizingHispanic 
andAsianimmigrantsforcomingtotheUnitedStatestocom- 
mit crimes and have “anchor babies,” while others broadly 
declarelslamtobeincompatiblewithAmericanvalues.There 
will soon be no minority group left for the party to alienate. 

Who ’ snext,thelrish? 

The Republicanpartywillbefarbetteroffoverthelongterm 
if it reclaims the mantle of properly enforced civil rights . To 
reiterate:Thatmeansspeakingoutagainstraciallydisparaging 
remarks, calling outpolicies that have adisparate impact on 
minority voters, promoting policies that have a propitious 
impact, andexecutingacommitted,focusedengagemen tstrat- 

egy. Taken together, these straightforward steps will change 
thewaythepartyisperceivedamongblackvotersandincrease 
its shareoftheblackvote . 


T he gulfbetweentheAfrican-Americanelectorateandthe 
Republicanpartyistheresultofaviciouscycle.Black 
voters are used to discounting Republican candidates 
becauseRepublicansareusedtoignoringblackvoters,andvice 
versa.B othside shearwhattheywanttohearandrarelysitdo wn 
tolistentoeachother.Aswithanyotherbadhabit,thisonecan 
bebrokenonlywithresolveanddetermination. 

Fortunately, thetimeandsociopoliticalconditionsarenearly 
idealforRepublicanstobeginrefashioningblacks ’perception 
of their party . B lacks are less than enamored with the current 
Democraticpresidentialcandidatesbutprimedtobe electorally 
activeat highle vels .They areeagertohavetheirvotesappre- 
ciated and to be courted by both parties . They have begun 
expressing views that align with conservative principles and 
wishto elaborate on them once the basic questions of liberty 
and civil rights no longer over shadow every other considera- 
tion. And they are increasingly exasperated by insinuations 
frombothpartiesthatthey requiregovernmentalmotheringto 
haveashotatsuccessin America. 

Civil-rights Republicans who approach black voters with 
respectandsinceritycanwinnotonlytheirvotesbutalsothose 
of other minorities and of independents. SuchaRepublicanism 
willbetruertothenation’sfoundingidealsofhbertyandequality 
andwillcontinuethework,begunbyLincoln,ofmakingthose 
ideals a reality. If, on the other hand, the Republican party 
declinestotakeupthenation’sunfinishedwork,itwillnotonly 
miss anopportunity todo whatisright. Itmay sustainpolitical 
inj uriesfromwhichitwillne verreco ver. NR 
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Chairman Priebus 

The Republican National Committee leader 
has left his mark 

BY TIM ALBERTA 

O N a sunny Friday morning in January 2015, Reince 
Priebus stood inside the main ballroom of an ele- 
gant Southern California resort wearing a con- 
queror’s smile. The 42-year-old Wisconsinite, a 
placid-looking lawyer, had earlier that morning been elected to 
a historic third term as chairman of the Republican National 
Committee. It was a formality; the GOP’s governing body, 
composed of a committeeman, a committeewoman, and a chair- 
person from each of the 50 states and six territories, was firmly 
under Priebus ’s command. The vote had been nearly unani- 
mous — 166 to 2 — and when the tally was read, Priebus had 
received an extended standing ovation inside the Hotel del 
Coronado. 

Yet at this moment, he was reveling in a wholly differ- 
ent accomplishment. 

As Priebus looked on, RNC members were being briefed on 
a series of recently approved reforms to the Republican 
party’s 2016 presidential-nominating process. These changes 
— compressing the election calendar, passing rules to prevent 
unauthorized states from scheduling their primaries too early in 
the year, moving the convention up to mid July from late August, 
cutting the number of debates in half and making sure conserva- 
tive media would participate in them — had all been spearheaded 
by Priebus in service of an overarching objective: an orderly pri- 
mary season that would produce a nominee as quickly as possi- 
ble, with minimal damage from intraparty antagonism. 

Priebus was no stranger to shaking things up. In his first four 
years as chairman, the RNC had pursued sweeping changes inside 
the party apparatus. He began in 2011 by cleaning up the GOP’s 
books, erasing some $24 million in debt by Election Day 2012. 
He made major investments in technology and data analytics that 
have now, finally, introduced some degree of parity with the 
Democratic ground-game juggernaut. And, following Mitt Rom- 
ney’s 2012 defeat, Priebus appointed five veteran Republican 
officials to write a self-critical report charting a path forward for 
the party — particularly on the matter of attracting minority voters. 

Now, on the heels of a GOP triumph in the 2014 midterm elec- 
tions, Priebus saw streamlining his party’s nominating process as 
the final step to restoring its national viability. His success in 
shepherding these reforms has been a political revelation; in an 
age of super-PAC bonanzas and unlimited soft money, Priebus is 
sure — and has assured others — that no outside entity can fill the 
role of a national party machine, and that only by strengthening 
the machine can Republicans hope to win the White House. 

“The difference between the party I walked into and the party 
we have today is that we’re ready for a national election,” Priebus 
says in the course of a lengthy interview. “We live in a candidate- 
crazy party to the detriment of the mechanics. And our biggest 

Mr. Alberta is joining NATIONAL REVIEW as chief political correspondent. 


accomplishment has been convincing people in our party that 
the mechanics in a presidential election are just as important as 
having a great candidate.” 

“If the RNC of 2012 was in the kind of shape the RNC is in 
today,” says Ron Kaufman, the committeeman from Massachu- 
setts, “Mitt Romney would be president of the United States.” 

In 2012, Republicans had ineffective data systems, meager 
statewide organizations, no prescription for attracting ascendant 
demographic groups, and a nominee who limped into the general 
election after being bludgeoned in a marathon primary contest 
that included 20 debates and competitive elections from early 
January to mid April. Four years later, the party will have state- 
of-the-art technology, full-time field operations in every battle- 
ground state, an outreach blueprint that might yet be enhanced 
by a bilingual nominee, and a primary season that will start in 
February and end — theoretically — in late March. This was the 
master plan, drawn up and executed to near-perfection, that had 
Priebus beaming that January morning. 

And then 17 candidates, including Donald J. Trump, entered 
the race. 

The result, thus far, has been a primary season featuring the 
sort of self-inflicted wounds that Priebus hoped a truncated 
schedule would avoid. Trump declared his candidacy by offering 
sound bites about Mexican “rapists” and then proposed scrap- 
ping birthright citizenship. Jeb Bush, once resolute not to be 
yanked rightward a la Romney, clumsily used the phrase “anchor 
babies” when reacting to Tmmp and later gave an equally ham- 
fisted assessment of women’ s-health funding. Ben Carson seemed 
to suggest that a Muslim shouldn’t be president. All of this four 
months before a single vote is cast. 

Amid the predictable Republican hand- wringing, some are now 
second-guessing Priebus’s reforms, wondering whether an enor- 
mous field competing in a condensed primary calendar might 
protract the race. Others have suggested that the RNC should be 
more assertive in denouncing Trump or any other candidate who 
harms the GOP brand. But by and large, Republicans praise 
Priebus, saying that he’s done his job — putting the party in a posi- 
tion to win — and the rest is up to the voters and the eventual nom- 
inee. “I think Reince is handling this well. There’s no crisis here,” 
says Stuart Stevens, Romney’s 2012 campaign manager. “It’s a 
big, chaotic country. Getting elected president is a big, chaotic 
process. This isn’t a wedding we’re putting on. It’s an election.” 

The questions now are: Will the candidates avoid giving one 
another lasting scars? Will they gracefully exit upon realizing 
their improbability of winning the prize? Will voters resist frac- 
turing the party and instead rally behind a nominee regardless of 
his or her ideological warts? And will that nominee be someone 
with broad appeal, someone with the capacity to fully deploy the 
operation Priebus has prepared? 

These questions are out of the chairman’s hands. And yet the 
answers will determine not only his party’s fortunes but his 
legacy as its leader. 

T he job nearly wasn’t his. Deep reservations clouded Prie- 
bus’s candidacy as committee members gathered at a 
Washington-area hotel in January 2011 to elect a chair- 
man. On one hand, party officials admired his accomplishments 
as head of the Wisconsin GOP, which had taken back the gover- 
nor’s mansion and regained Russ Feingold’s Senate seat. But 
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Priebushadalsountilrecentlyservedasgeneralcounselforthe 

unpopularincumbentRNCchairmanJVlichaelSteeleAgroupof 

veteranmembersplottingtooustSteelehadrecruitedPriebus,a 

fundraisingwhizwithanagreeablepersonality,tochallengehim. 

Butplentyoftheircolleagueswereskepticalaboutreplacingthe 

embattledchairmanwithhisonetimeright-handman. 

“As the campaign wore on, it w as clear that Reince ’s key 

weakness was his closeness to Steele. But we knewthat while 
Reince was loyal to the chairman who appointed him, he also 
foughtwithhimconstantly,”recallsKaufman,whowaselected 
totheRNCinl 988 “Peoplelikedthathewasaninsidecriticof 
whatwasgoingonthereAndhedidn’tgrandstandaboutit.” 

It took seven rounds of balloting — after the fourth of which 
Steeledro ppedout — forPriebus,thenonly 3 8,totakethehelm 
of the Republican party. His first order of business after his 
acceptancespeech:grabbingabeerinthehotellobbywithSaul 
Anuzis,thelongtimeRNCmemberfromMichiganwhofinished 
as runner-up toPriebus. It wasn’t surprising, Anuzis recalls, 
because“duringthelastcouplemonthsofthecampaign, Reince 
andlspokealmosteveryday, ’’comparing notesabouttheirplat- 

forms andtalking strategy. Runningtoleadanorganizationrife 
withfactionsandinfighting,Priebushadgoneoutofhiswayto 
communicatebreezilywithallofhisopponentsthroughoutthe 
campaign.Itwasapreviewofhismanagementstyle. 

“B eingthepartyguyheis ,hekno wstheimportanceofkeep- 
ing the 168 [RNC members] happy at all cost,” says Steele, 
whose friendship wi thPriebus was ruinedby his former lieu- 
tenant’sperceivedbetrayal. “He has really greatrelationships 
withthemembers.Ithoughtlhadgoodrelationshipswiththe 
members ,butnotallofthemembracedme . ’ ’ 

“SteelewasabullinachinashopReinceislessconfrontational 
and more of a consensus-builder,” says Anuzis . “There was 
clearly a lot of internal strife within the committee. Everyone 
knewMi chaelSteelecreatedalotofenemiesinsideWashington, 
andthatmadeitdifficultfoihimtofunction.Reincehadaunique 
perspectiveonthatandleamedfromit.”Hecontinues : “Reince 
immediatelyreachedouttoalotofpeopleandaskedthemtopar- 
ticipateinany way they could. He was very inclusive, andthat 
waspartofhisearlysuccess.Iteamedhimalotofgoodwill.” 

What endeared Priebus all the more to the members was his 
ability, demonstratedimmediatelyupontakingthereins,toman- 
agetheRNC ’ s finances . Having campaignedonhis strongrela- 
tionshipswithdonorsPriebuswastednotimeindiggingtheparty 
outofitsfinancialhole.Hewasknowntospendsixhoursaday 
solicitingdonationsonthetelephoneandwouldopenaMillerLite 
fromhisofficerefrigeratorwhenthecalls ranlatdntothee vening . 
Hisworkpaidoff:Leftwithlessthan$800,000incashonhand 
whenhetookover,Priebus’sRNCraisednorthof$40Qnrilhonfor 
the20 1 2election — bestingtheDNCbymorethan$90million — 
andendedthecyclewith$6millioninthebank. 

Romneylosttheelection,ofcourse.Butthepartychairman 
was nobody’s scapegoat. In fact, Priebus’s performance — 
raising eye-popping sums of money, erasing the debt, intro- 
ducingabottom-upmanagementstyle — affordedhimlatitude 
tofurtherremakethecommittee.Priebusseizedtheopportu- 
nity, immediately commissioningthathigh-profile“autopsy” 
reporttodetermine whathadgone wrongin20 1 2andho wto 
fixit.Thechairmanrecognizedthatthestateshadbeenorga- 
nizationally starved, and he embraced the onerous task of 
erecting ful 1- time GOPfield staff s aero s s the nation . He als o 



begandumpingtensofmilhonsofdollarsintodataprocessing 

andtechnologydevelopment. 

Butthebiggestchangeswereyettocome.Girding foragood 
old-fashioned internecine rumble, Priebus began going from 
member to member, making the case that in order to achieve 
competitivebalancewiththeDemocrats,Rcpudcanshadtofun- 
damentallyalterthe waytheychosetheimominee. 

“We had a 23-debate traveling circus while Barack Obama 
builta$ 1 OOmilliondatasystemwithhardmoneyinChcago,” 
Priebussays . “Ourparty,Ithink, wasalittletoofascinatedwith 
candidates and a little too fascinated with soft money, and it’s 
takenoureyeoffwhatittakestowinapresidentialelection.” 

D ebates wouldbecomethefirstvictimofPriebus ’sover- 
haul.HavingwatchedRomneygetelboweduncomfort- 
ably towards the right throughout a seemingly endless 
string of appearances — including one back-to-back affair, with 
candidatesonstageSaturdaynightandthenagainSundaymom- 
ing — the chairman was hell-bent on ‘ ‘taking back control of the 
debateprocess,”saysSteveDuprey,theNewHampshirecommit- 
teemanwhochairstheRNC’sdebatepanel. 

The mission, as definedby Priebus andDuprey’s committee, 
wasthreefold:reducingthenumberofdebates,spreadingthem 
aroundthecountrytoreachbattlegroundstates,andintroducing 
aconservative-mediaelementtocounterbalancewhatmanyparty 
officialssawasbiasedmoderatingin20 1 2 .Theparty alsoinsti- 
tutedastrictnewpolicyunderwhichanycandidatewhopartici- 
patedinan“unsanctioned”debate — i.e., onenotorganizedbythe 
RNC — wouldbebannedfromallparty-approveddebates. 

TheRNCsettledonninedebatesfromAugusttoFebruary,re 
servingthepossibilityofuptothreeadditionaldebatesinMarch, 
dependingonthestateoftheraceltplantedoneeachintheearly 
states (Iowa, New Hampshire, South Carolina, Nevada) while 
also including swing states with diverse demographies (Ohio, 
Coloradoplorida,Wisconsin).Eachofthedebateswouldinclude 
some conservative questioning, either from outside panelists 
(suchasradiohostHughHewitt)or,inthecaseofFoxNews, 
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from the trusted anchors themselves . And, despite some early 
threats, no candidate violated the sanctioning rule — mostly 
because Priebus made a late, quiet push for the networks to 
include“undercard”eventsatthefirsttwodebates,removingany 
temptationfortheexcludedcandidatestomeetelsewhere. 

Of course, Priebus made enemies intheprocess . Second- tier 
campaigns flooded the chairman and his c ommittee members 

withcomplaints , suggestingthatthesy stemwasbeingriggedto 
insulate 4 ‘electable’ ’ candidates from insurgentchallengers .And 
Republicanleadersintheearlystatesjongaccustomedtoraising 
bigmoneyastheyhostedmultipledebatesineachprimarycycle, 
gripedaboutforfeitingarevenuestream. 

“ThedebatesarehugelyprofitableforthestatepartiesButeut- 
tingthemdownwasfo rthegreatergoodofthenationalparty,” 
saysSouthCarolinaGOPchairmanMattMoore.“Reincemade 
sureeveryoneunderstoodthat.”MoorerecallsPriebusphoning 
him several years ago after he was elected state chairman and 
advisinghimtoboldlypursueanyreformsthatwouldhelpthe 
party:“Don 4 tbeafraidtokillsomesacredcows.’’ 

Priebus, meanwhile, had another cow in his crosshairs. 
Convinced that the primary calendar in 20 1 2 had gotten too 
drawn out, the chairman would compress the primary-election 
scheduletolimittheinfightingandselectanomineeasquickly 
aspossible.ThatmeantstartingthecontestsinFebruary instead 
of January, moving the convention up to mid July from late 
August, andchangingthedelegate-allocationrulestoletwinner- 
take-allelectionsbeginearlierin20 1 6than theyhadin20 1 2. 

Afterconsecutivepresidential-electioncyclesthathadseenthe 
RNCwarringwithstatepartiesoverprimary dates — prompting 
thenationalcommitteein2008and20 1 2toreducetheoffending 
states’ allocation of delegates to the national conventions — 
Priebussetouttomakethesticksharderandthecarrotssweeter. 

The RNC designated February as the month in which the four 
early- voting “carve-out” states (Iowa, New Hampshire, South 
Carolina, andNevada) wouldholdtheirprimaries.Todeterthe 
other states from jumping ahead and holding primaries in 
Febmarytoo,Priebusinstitutedaharshpenalty:Thenon-carve- 
outs would see their national-convention delegations slashed to 
singledigitsiftheyheldacontestbeforeMarchLButhealsopro- 
videdanincentive Thestatescouldho ldawinner-take-allprima- 
ry in mid March, when the nomination might still hang in the 
balance, whereasinpreviouscycles,thosedelegate-richcontests 
couldbe held only in April or later, by which point a de facto 
nomineehadalreadyemergedine verycyclesincethe 1970s. 

Onpaper ,thiscalendarseemedlikelytoachievetheaimof 
ashortened, orderlyprimary season. Yetit was devised when 
no one knew that 17 candidates (now down to 15) wouldbe 
running. And thesizeofthefieldnowhasRepublicanofficials 
concernedaboutunintendedconsequences. 

“Compressioncanworkinoneoftwoways:Eitheritspeeds 
things up so you getto your nominee faster, or itfractures the 
racesoyoune vergetanominee,” say sRandy Evans, theRNC 
committeemanfromGeorgia. “SuperTueday [onMarch 1 ] is 
supposed tohelpspeedthingsupafterthecarve-outstatesand 
getustoanominee.ButwhatifCruzwinsTexas[Marchl ] ,and 
JindalwinsLouisiana[March5 ] ,andthenyougotothewinner- 
take-allstates [onMarch 1 5] ,andKasichwinsOhio,andBush 
orRubiowinsFloridaTThenwhat?” 

Evans ,aPriebusally whositsontheRNC ’ sdebatepaneland 
leads the Republican National Lawyers Association, adds: “If 


youa skedmetobetJ’dsaywehaveanomineebyAprill .But 
there’saone-in-threechancethatweTlhavefivecandidatesstill 
in the race onApril 1 , because the compression permits those 
peopletostayintheracelonger.” 

P riebus, forhispart,saysheisn’tworriedaboutthepri- 
maryany more .N otaboutDonaldTrump .Notaboutrule 
changes ’backfiring Andnotabouttheprospectofabro- 
keredconven tion,eventhoughhiscolleaguesthinksuchasce- 
narioispossibleandheadmitsthatthepartyispreparingforit. 

(He declined to offer details.) For Priebus, nothing has 
changed :Hetoldmember sofhisinnercircleinJ anuarythathe 
expects a nominee to emerge by late March, and despite 
Trump’s headlining a hectic start to the primary season, he’s 
stickingtothatprediction. 

“Ithinkthisisgoin gtoendupverysimilartothepast40years,” 
Priebussays “Mostofthetime,anomineeisknownbyApril,mid 
April, Ithink,atthelatest,anditwillfeelayearfromnowpretty 
typicaltomostpeople,althoughwe’Hlookbackat20 1 5andsay, 

4 Wow,thatwasacrazytime. ’ ’’Priebuscontinues : “Mybeliefis 
that,bytheendolMarchoiearlyApril,we’regoingtohaveapre- 
sumptivenominee,and alotofthisisgoingtobeancienthistory.” 

No, what worries Priebus is the general election. He says 
there ’ s“nochance’ ’he willrunforafourthtermasRNCchair- 
man;whatevertheoutcomeofthe20 1 6election — aRepuhcan 
wins and appoints an ally to run the RNC, which becomes a 
political armofthe White House, or aDemocrat wins andthe 
RNC begins soul-searching anew — it will be time for him to 

moveon.ThatmeansnextNovemberloomsnotonlyasadeter- 
minantofthecountry’sdirectionbutalsoasadefactojudgment 
onhislegacyastheheadoftheRepuhcanparty. 

Priebushasbyallaccountspouredhimselfintotheposition, 
movinghisyoungfamilytoWashingtonandworkingmaniacal 
hours to restore a tattered organization. And, in arareflashof 
D.C. consensus, Republicans — eventho se whose sacred cows 
he’sslaughtered — agreethathehassucceededinaccomplishing 
everythinghesetouttodo:moremoneyraised,bettertechnology 
implemented, state parties strengthened, primary process 
streamlined, and,intangiblybutperhapsmostimportantly,com- 
petenceandorderimposedontheGOPduringapost-Bushperiod 
of internecine wrangling . EverythingPriebushas achieved, his 
alliesnote ,isallthemoreimpressivebecauseitwasdonewith 
aDemocratintheWhiteHouse. 

Butnoneofthatwillmatter,orberemembered,ifR<pubcans 
failto winthepresidencyin20 1 6 — arealitythatPriebusadmits 
isbeginningtocreepintohismindHefeelsthathe’sdoneevery- 
thing inhis power to improve the primary system and yield a 
bettemominee.Butoncethatpersonisdesignated,Priebusw ill 
passthebaton;nolongerwillhebetheleaderoftheparty.He 
willremainsignificantasitsfundraiser-in-chief,andPriebussays 
thatthePredertialTrust,apotthattheRNCshareswithitspri- 
maryvictor,willbefullyfundedataround$27million.Beyond 
that,thefateoftheelectionwillbelargelyoutofhishands. 

It’ s ahelples s feeling . 4 The fact is , nothing about politics is 
fair,”hesays. 44 Youcandoallthesethings.Youcanchangethe 
committee. You can raise record amounts of money. You can 
modernize the place without having a president in the White 
House.Andthen,ifyoulose,well,you’rethebiggestidiotwho 
everwalkedintothisbuilding.” NR 
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Athwart 


BY JAMES LILEKS 


New Lamps for Old 


ext week’s shocking headline: Ben 
Carson Compares Bush-Era Energy 
Policy to Nazi Germany. 

How would that happen? Simple. Let’s back 
up a bit. A while ago I had an issue with a timer that con- 
trolled some external lights. An electrician said the wiring 
wasn’t up to the holy code, and he’d have to put in a small 
metal box and charge a large fee. I got a pang in the left but- 
tock where the wallet is located, as though Andrew Jackson 
were trying to chew his way out and protest, so I asked 
whether there was an alternative. 

Sure: dusk-to-dawn timers in the individual sockets. I said 
I’d tried that. They flickered. They went dark for an hour, 
then sprang to life as though they’d just remembered a for- 
gotten appointment. He asked a question 
no one would have asked 20 years ago: 

What kind of bulb do you use? 

Well, CFLs. Compact fluorescent. The 
pig-tailed glass tubes that save the planet. 

Each one offsets the C0 2 emissions belched 
out in 0.00000000000001 seconds by one 
car — if it’s a hybrid. For a while the entire 
house was on CFLs, and this probably 
reduced the melting of a glacier by 0.053 
micrometers, which meant the polar bears 
would have more time to evolve into 
something with gills and webbed feet. Fish- 
bears! They’re the future, if we act now. 

The problem with the CFLs, of course, 
is that they emit a ghastly light that makes 
a morgue look like a candlelit cafe, and 
they contain mercury. For many years we were taught that 
mercury was a horrid poison. Don’t handle it! Don’t look at 
it! If you drive an old Ford Mercury, trade it in! Now! Then 
CFLs were introduced, and the narrative changed: Please, if 
you could just bring as much mercury into your house as pos- 
sible, and distribute it to every room . . . 

Eventually the quality of CFL light improved, and you had 
a range of hues from Morgue to Stasi Interrogation Cell. But! 
Science marches on, and LEDs came in. Expensive at first, 
because the Chinese factory had to bribe local officials to let 
them pour 40,000 gallons of antimony into the river. LEDs 
were better. They looked like normal, ordinary, bygone light- 
bulbs, and the light had different hues. There was Bright, 
which was like a movie-premier searchlight and let you look 
at your arm and marvel at the network of vessels and bones; 
Daylight, in the “staring at the sun” sense; Soft Light, which 
had a tint you could describe as “smoker’s teeth”; and so on. 

After lots of trial and error, I’ve converted the entire house 
to LEDs, and everything is nice and crisp and operating- 
room white. When I put in the wrong LED, suddenly it looks 
as if the bulb were sunk in a vase of diluted urine. 

Mr Lileks blogs at www.likks.com. 


So when the electrician asked which kind of bulb I had, I 
knew. CFLs, because I’d recently put in dusk-to-dawn timers 
and saw the tell-tale curly shape. “Well, there’s your problem. 
They don’t work well with timers. Not enough resistance. 
Take a look at timers that are CFL-compliant.” 

Off to the hardware store, where there were two such 
timers. Both in packages that had been opened, returned, and 
restocked. That’s a good sign. Installed them. Same thing. 
Twitchy flickering light; no attention span. But! What if I put 
an LED light in? Same thing. But! What if I put in . . . an 
incandescent bulb? 

And here you drew in a sharp breath, didn’t you. 
Incandescent bulbs? But — but they’re ungood wrong- 
bulbs. Perhaps you imagine me taking out my incandes- 
cents from a hiding place, like Winston 
Smith removing his diary from a spot in 
the wall where the telescreens can’t see. 
No, I didn’t have a 100-watt. Perhaps 
the store carried some, if I asked in a 
low voice and flashed some greenbacks. 
They did not. They had halogens, though. 
I bought these. Installed them. Same 
thing. Flicker blink dark steady light! 
Then nothing. 

Everything went back to the store. 
While searching around for another bulb 
to replace something in the garage, I 
found a 100- watt incandescent, and it 
was like an artifact from a lost era. A civ- 
ilized belle epoque . I cradled it in my 
hands like a doorknob from the Titanic , 
something rare and precious the likes of which we shall not 
see again. Because the store doesn’t have them. For the 
good of the earth. 

I plugged in the old bulb. It worked. It’ll only bum for a 
few months, but then I can replace it with another — 

Oh, right. There aren’t any anymore. 

I like choice, and lots of it. I like new technology and more 
efficient tools. But buying a light bulb was once a simple, 
straightforward thing, and now you are required to go 
through these maddening rigmaroles because of the Federal 
Light Bulb Rigmarole Act, which frowns on incandescents. 
Everyone in Washington went along with it so the progres- 
sive media wouldn’t call them anti-science and pro-global 
warming. It wasn’t enough to offer a good alternative. We had 
to have the incandescent taken away, and it’s one of a hun- 
dred examples of the Great and Glorious State poking you in 
its chosen direction with mandates and bans. 

And if Dr. Carson pointed out that the bulb ban was a fine 
example of the way the State shapes your life with incremen- 
tal diminutions of your ability to choose, you’d get the head- 
line about comparing the bulb policy to Nazi Germany. 

Of course, he’d probably mention the Nazis outright, but 
if he didn’t, the headline writer would help him out. NR 
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The Long View 


BY ROB LONG 


Memorandum 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TO:POTUS 

FROM : MEDIATE AM 

SUB J:MANHOOD 

We’ ve digested and analyzed the 
focus-group results from our week- 
end surveys, and have compiled 
those along with the results of our 
snap cellphone poll Sunday night. 
Taken together, these form a pretty 
accurate picture of where the 
Americ an voteri srightno w. 

The good news, sir, is that you 
continue to score well in all tradi- 
tionally supportive groups. The 
“Obama Coalition” remains strong : 
Government Union Members 
(GUMs), Young Pre-Voting-Age 
Americans (Preevees), Millennials 
(Millies), Traditional Democrats 
(TradDems), Muslim Radicals 
(MusRads), Millionaire Feminists 
(MillFems), and University 
Employees (UnivEmps) remain 
firmly supportive of your policies 
andperformance. 

UnivEmps andMusRads are cur- 
rently showingthesteepesterosion, 
butmuchofthatcanbeattributedto 
UnivEmps activities surrounding 
thestartoftheschoolyear,whichis 
traditionallyatimewhentheyfocus 
on teaching new and returning stu- 
dents the newly approved language 
regulations, leaving less time to 
engage with current events. And 
MusRads had a higher-than-usual 
non-response rate to our pollsters, 
probably reflecting family prepara- 
tions and general activities during 
the Al-Hijra/Muharram holidays, in 
addition to being preoccupied with 
planning spontaneous acts of vio- 


lentdomesticterrorismanddemon- 
strations against anti-MusRad big- 
otry. When we take both numbers 
again at the end of the month, we 
should see you returning to your 
soaringpopularitywithbothgroups . 
As we’ve noted before, UnivEmps 
andMusRadsformthecornerstones 
ofourvoteroutreach. 

What troubles us, though, is that, 
asisevidentinthebreakdownofthe 
polling numbers — and confirmed by 
focus-groupdiscussions — thereseems 
to be a sense among some Obama 
Coalition voters thatthereiswhatwe 
are calling a Manhood Deficit with 
regard to foreign affairs. TradDems 
used words like “Jimmy Carter” and 
“weak” and “prison b**ch” when 
asked to describe the relationship be 
tween POTUS and Russian 
Federation leader Vladimir Putin. In 
“Words That Come to Mind” ques- 
tions within theTradDemcohort, for 
Vladimir Putin the word “powerful” 
scored multiple times . For “B arack 
Obama,” the highest- scoring pair 
wordwas“Caitlyn.” 

Among MillFems, especially (and 
thisisparticularlyodd,asthisisnot 
ausualconcernofthiscohort), there 
is a strong feeling that your current 
foreign stature has become “femi- 
nized, and we mean that in a bad 
way,” by its interactions with 
Russian Federation leader Vladimir 
Putin, who scores well in “Has 
Leadership Qualities” and “Would 
Be a Tough but Fair Dad” and 
“Wouldn’tKickHimOutofBedfor 
Eating Triscuits” categories. (The 
last category registered only with 
voters who self-identified as “gay” 
or“gay-friendly”) 

The good news is that GUMs 
remain solidly supportive, at or 
abovethe90thpercentile.Whilethis 
may seem like a drop in support — 
earliersurveysofGovernmentUnion 
Memberstrackedtheirsupportinthe 
110-145 percent range — it more 
accuratelyreflectsoumewsystemof 
independently surveying this group, 
checking the math carefully, and 
insisting on private and confidential 
interviewswithpollingsubjects. 


When focus groups in the GUM 
categorywereledthroughaseriesof 
issue-by-issue questions, their sup- 
port became even more solid and 
unshakeable . At one point, a GUM 
focus group consisting mostly of 
olderfemaleSEIUmembersinlead- 
ership positions became enraged at 
what they interpreted as “negative” 
and “biased” and “racist” questions 
about your competence in negotiat- 
ing the recent agreement with Iran 
andyourengagementswithVladimir 
Putin, and six of the ladies present 
pinnedthefocus-groupleadertothe 
floor and forcedhim to swallowhis 
own left hand. So GUM support 
remainsfirm. 

Preevees andMillies alsoremain 
devoted and single-minded fans. 
Luckily, neithergrouphasregistered 
any awareness of events in Syria or 
Iran, or any familiarity with eco- 
nomic-growthstagnation, crime-rate 
increases, Vladimir Putin, or the 
worldingeneral.Bothgroups asso- 
ciate you and your administration 
withthepopularpopsingerB eyonce 
and are only dimly aware of the 
policyinitiativesyouhaveengaged 
in. As the Preevee category ages 
into voting eligibility, we expect 
their awareness to remain flat or 
even diminish, which is additional 
goodnews. 

Aside from the Manhood Deficit 
enumeratedabove,yourcurrentstand- 
ingremains strong, and your support 
among the Obama Coalition is solid. 
Inaddition, youhavepickedupsignif- 
icant support from a fast-growing 
groupofvoters,TrumpSympathizers 
(TrumpSymps),who,whenpolledon 
the specific is sues , remain enthusias- 
tic about your national health-care 
plan and your frequent use of non- 
constitutionalfederalauthority. While 
wedonotcurrentlytrackTrumpSymps 
inourweeklysurvey s ,astheycontinue 
to develop into apowerful and vocal 
group advocating progressive and 
TradDem policies, we will monitor 
themforsignsofsupport. 

Attached, please find the quanti- 
fiedresults. 

TheMediaTeam 
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Nor Afraid 
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JACK KEMP 
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Jack Kemp: The Bleeding-Heart Conservative 
Who Changed America, by Fred Barnes 
and Morton Kondracke 
(Sentinel, 400 pp., $29-95) 

I N thisnewbook,veteranjoumal- 
ists Fred Barnes and Morton 
Kondrackemakeastrongcasethat 
the late J ack Kemp ( 1 935-2009) 
was “the most important politician of 
the20thcenturywhowasnotpresident.” 
Theyareprobablycorrectintheirassess- 
ment; partisans of, say, Sam Rayburn 
might differ, but then, let them write 
their own book. And even Rayburnians 
would have to agree that Kemp was 
hugely consequential in his time. The 
unresolved question, then, is how he 
shouldberegardedtoday. 

Intheirbook, clearly alabor of lo ve, 
Barnes and Kondracke declare that 
Kemp“embodiedaspiritsorelymissing 
in today’s politics — in both parties. 
Kemp was positive, optimistic, idealis- 
tic, energetic, growth- and opportunity- 
oriented . ’’Astheco - author stellit, Kemp 
deserves credit “for not only pulling 
America out of the deep malaise of the 
1970s but also for helping to win the 

Mr. Pinkerton , a White House policy aide to 
Presidents Ronald Reagan and George H. W Bush, 
has been a Fox News contributor since 1 996. 


ColdW arandconvertmuchoftheworld 
todemocraticcapitalism.” 

And once again, that’s certainly true. 
But in linking Kemp to what they call 
“big-government conservatism,” they 
underscore the reality that in today’s 
politics, Kemp wouldbeseenas “unre- 
alistic”and“romantic .” 

SowheredidKempcomefrom?And 
whatwastheoriginofihisbeliefsystem? 
HewasborninLosAngelesinthemid- 
dle of the Depression; but his father, 
Paul,bydintofhardwork,madeasuc- 
cess of his trucking business, over 
coming both slow growth and the N e w 
Deal’s “alphabet soup” of regulations. 
By the force of his example, this soft- 
spoken father must have made a deep 
impressiononhis four children, includ- 
ing Jack, thesecondyoungest. 

Yetbyallaccounts,itwashismother, 
Frances , whowasthesparkinthefam- 
ily. Paul might have been the hard- 
working breadwinner, butFrances was, 
write Barnes and Kondracke, the 
“assertiveintellect.”RaisedasChristian 
Scientists , the Kemp kids were imbued 
with the universalistic ethos of the 
American dream; they believed in, and 
rigorously practiced, tolerance and 
non-discrimination. 

Theresult,inJ ack, wasakindofreal- 
istic idealism, a well-grounded high- 
mindedness. One is reminded of 
RaynondChandler ’ sfamouscharacter- 
ization of a modern detective hero (a 
description that best fits his own most 
famous creation — another Angeleno, 
theprivateeyePhilipMarlowe):“Down 
thesemeanstreetsamanmustgowho 
is not himself mean, who is neither 
tarnished nor afraid. The detective 
must be a complete man and a com- 
monmanandyetanunusualman. He 
must be, to use a rather weathered 
phrase, amanofhonor.” 

Yetasay oungster,Kempdidn ’ tseem 
the least bit interested in anything but 
football. He grew up idolizing Bob 
Waterfield, theL. A. Rams quarterback; 
in school, when assigned to write an 
essayonagreatinvention,hechosethe 
forwardpass. 

At 5 T 0” , he was alittle small for the 
gridiron, butthroughhardworkandgrit 
he got himself through Occidental 


College as a star player. And after 
bouncing around a half dozen pro 
teams — suffering a total of eleven con- 
cussions — he ended up playing for the 
Buffalo Bills in the upstart American 
FootballLeague.KemptooktheBillsto 
two AFLchampionships and earned an 
MVPaccolade. 

His political instincts also began to 
show: He was elected president of the 
AFL Players Association. Somewhat 
likeanotherCaliforniaRepublicanwho 
cut his political teeth in union affairs, 
Ronald Reagan, Kemp always main- 
tained a soft spot in his heart for orga- 
nized labor; he referred to collective 
bargainingas“asacredright.” 

Meanwhile, the lifelong jock was 
emergingasabitofanintellectual.While 
his teammates were perusing Playboy 
and SportsIllustrated,Kemp‘‘de\oured 
U.S.News , National Review ,the Wall 
Street Journal, and books.” Indeed, he 
mightwellhavebeentheonlypro foot- 
ball player to attend the free-market 
seminars of the Foundation for Eco 
nomicEducation,wherehewasassigned 
Hayek,Mises,andFriedman. 

Inl970,afterasolidcareerinprofoot- 
ball,KempwaselectedtotheU. S .House 
of Representatives from Buffalo. The 
biggest domestic issue back then was 
slow economic growth — “stagflation.” 
So Kemp went to work, combining his 
mother ’ s idealism with his father ’ s con- 
servatism, along with a hard- work ethic 
thatcanonlybecalled“Kempism.” 

Andsoweenterthemostinteresting 
part of the book, as well as the most 
consequentialperiodofKemp’scareer, 
inwhichKempspearheadedthesupply- 
side revolution of the Seventies. Kemp 
fell in with young-Turk economists 
ArthurLafferandRobertMundell,who 
preachedaneconomicdoctrineofloose 
fiscal policy, tax-rate reductions, and 
tightmoney.Thiswasnearlytheopposite 
oftheorthodoxyoftheera,butin those 
stagflationarytimes,somethinghadto 
give. When Laffer drew his famous 
CurveonanapkininaNewYorkCity 
restaurant, thenascentmovemenlhadits 
rallyingcry.JudeWanniski,aneditorial 
writerforthe WallStreet Journal pub- 
lished a groundbreaking piece in 1 974 
titled“It’sTimetoCutTaxes,”andthe 
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epic battle over “supply-side econom- 
ics” was joined. Someone could write a 
whole ’ notherbookonWanniskiasper- 
hapstheforemost“policyentrepreneur” 
of the age. As the authors slyly record, 
“Wanniski played a double role: as 
Kemp ’ s speech writer and a j ournalist 
coveringKemp.” 

They add: “Under Wanniski’ s influ- 
ence, Kemp beca me a tax cutter first 
and a budget balancer hardly at all.” 
Indeed, asKemptold ortune in 1978, 
“I don’t worship at the shrine of the 
balancedbudget.”Nokidding. Indeed, 
perhaps the shrewdest shorthand sum- 
mary of supply-side was that it was a 
kind of inverted deficits-are-good 


was nominally on the side of the 
Hoover-Goldwaterites in his 1976 
presidential campaign, and yet as he 
geared up to run again in 1980, he 
spent time with Kemp and Wanniski, 
comingawayaconvert.Astheauthors 
assert, Kemp was thus the “John the 
Baptist, ’’pavingthewayfortheReagan 
revolution. It was Jack Kemp, the 
happy warrior, who preachedandcon- 
verted. AsNewtGingrichputit : “Ina 

real sense, Jack brought love into the 
Republicanp arty.Helovedpeople.He 
lovedlife.” 

Yet Kemp had weaknesses, and 
Barnes and Kondracke tend to gloss 
over them. His wife, Joanne, is de- 


Asheendedhispresidentialbid,well 
shyofthenomination,heclosedwitha 
Churchillian flourish: “Successisnever 
final. Failureis never fatal. It’ s courage 
thatcounts.” 

Meanwhile, otherconservativefigures 
with different ideas — perhaps bleaker, 
perhaps cannier about human nature — 
came onto the scene. In 1992, Pat 
Buchanan, the anti-Kemp, declaredthat 
Americawasinthemiddleofa“culture 
war,” a visionthat wentagainstKemp ’ s 
cheery grain.AndNewtGingrich deftly 
dividedAmericaintotwoirreconcilable 
visions, “liberal welfare state” and“con- 
servative opp ortunity society,” andbade 
Americanstochoose.Theresultwasthe 


Ifthere’sayoungJackKempoutthere,lethimorhertake 
fullinspirationfromKemp’snoblelifeandpolicies — and 
alsoleamfromhismany mistakes. 


Keynesianism — and this writer heard 
it fr om no le s s than Wanni ski hims elf , 
anumberoftimes,intheEighties. 

Kempknewhewas floutingRepubli 
can orthodoxy — and that he would 
need allies in his insurgency. Never a 
memberofthetax-writingHouseWays 
and Means Committee, he went way 
outside channels, all the way to the 
U . S . S enate ;heteamedup withS enator 
Bill Roth of Delaware to reprise the 
guidingideaoftheKennedytaxcutsof 
the Sixties — that is, across-the-board 
ratereductions. 

Such reductions were anathema to 
the Republ ican Old Guard of the 
Hoover-to-Goldwater stripe. And if 
that caliber of opposition made win- 
ning unlikely, well, that’s just a re- 
minder of how exhilarating it was to 
be part of the supply-side movement 
in those days. To borrow Words- 
worth’sfamousevocationoftherevo- 
lutionary spirit, “Bliss was it in that 
dawntobealive.” 

Indeed, some members of the Old 
Guard were converted to Kemp ’ s new 
thinking. Onesuchwasformersenator 
Bill Brock (Tenn.), who chaired the 
Republican National Committee from 
1977 to 1981 and did as much as any- 
onetomakesupply-sideeconomicsthe 
newparty orthodoxy. 

But the big “get” for the supply- 
siderswasRonaldReagan.TheGipper 

40 NATIONAL REVIEW I www.nationalreview.com 


scribedinthebooksimplyas“asaint,” 
which might leave some readers hun- 
gryforafullerdescriptionoftheirhalf- 
century marriage . 

Moreover, the co-authors tend to 
glos so verKemp ’ spoliticalmistakes ,o r 

at least missed opportunities. At his 
peak,intheearlyEighties,Kempchose 
not to run for the U. S . S enate, nor for 
thegovernorshipofNewYork.Winning 
either of those offices would have 
greatly enhanced his political career. 
Instead, he was content to remain a 
backbencher in the House. One must 
remember:Inelectoralpolitics, fortune 
favorsthebold. 

Yet as an intellectual force, Kemp 
hadnopeer.Th eepic 198 6TaxRef orm 
Act, which lowered tax rates to levels 
not seen since the 1920s — part of a 
world wide wave of tax-rate reductions 
thathastransformedtheplanet — surely 
stands as the culmination of Kemp’s 
career. Itstandsalsoasthe vindication 
oftheB arnes-Kondracke thesis . 

TherestofKemp ’ scareerwassome- 
whatofasputteringanticlimax.Heran 
forpresidentinl988 — and was no all- 
star. Heove rdressed for the campaign 
trail, sporting foppishgold tie pins, and, 
more ominously, he talked too much. 
Andonthecampaigntrail, Kemp, always 
his mother’s son, made it a point of 
pride to lecture southern white audi- 
encesoncivilrights. 


1 994 Republican landslide, which gave 
House Republicans the victory that 
Kempnevercould. 

Yet even so,Kemp’sprestigewasstill 
great. In 1996, his longtime nemesis 
inside the party, Bob Dole, swallowed 
hardandaskedKemptoj oinhimonthe 
nationalticket.It’sfairtosaythatKemp 
did not exactly shine as Dole ’ s running 
mate ; his old problem of indiscipline 
on the campaign trail was particularly 
manfest in his weak debate perfor- 
manceagainstDemocrat AlGore. 

Yetallthe while, Kempcontinuedto 
inspire. His speeches — his lengthy 
speeches — increasinglyrangedbeyond 
tax-rate reductions into other topics, 
fromthefateofSovietJewstoproper- 
ty rights in the Third World to inner- 
city empowerment. Kemp ended up 
like Chandler’s Phili p Marlowe: ad 
mired, even imitated. But he would 
neverbepresident. 

“We have written this book,” the 
authors explain, “because we believe 
America is in trouble, perhaps more 
deeply in trouble than in the 1970s. 
AndwethinkthatJ ackKemp ’ sspirit — 
andhispolicyideas — couldagainhelp 
turnthec ountry around . ’ ’ 

Maybe .Let ’ shope .Ifthere ’ say oung 
J ackKempoutthere Jethimorhertake 
fullinspiratio nfromKemp’snoblelife 
and policies — and also learn from his 
manymistakes. NR 
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Rosemary: The Hidden Kennedy Daughter , 
by Kate Clifford Larson (Houghton 
Mifflin Harcourt, 320 pp., $27) 

L ike deathandtaxes, Kennedy 
books have taken on an in 
evitability all their own, but 
if you are thinking “Not 
anotheroneF’don’tbesofast.Thisone, 
about the family’s mentally disabled 
daughter, takesafreshandoftenmerci- 
less look at the wall they built around 
introspection that made it impossible 
forthemtoconfronttheirinsecurities. 

RosemaryKennedywasbornathome, 
but there was nothing ominous about 
that.Homebirthingwasstillwidespread 
ini 9 1 8 .ThefirsttwoKennedychildren, 
JoeJr.andJack,hadbeenbornathome 
withnoilleffects.Thepracticecouldbe 
rough on the poor, but for those who 
couldaffordit,itmeantahousecallby 
a prominent obstetrician and round- 
the-clock prenatal services from his 
speciallytrainedobstetricalnurses.Joe 
Kennedy, alreadyarichmanandgetting 
richer by the minute, had escaped Irish 
BostontoahouseintheProtestantsub- 
urbsandturneditintoavirtualobstetri- 
calhospital.Rosehadafull-timenurse 
totakeallhersignsandvitalsuntillabor 
started, whereuponthedoctorwouldbe 
calledtocomeanddeliverthebaby. 

B ut babies wait for no one . B ecause 
oftheSpanishfluraginginBoston,the 

Florence King can he reached at P.O. Box 7113, 
Fredericksburg, VA 22404. 


doctor was running late when Rose’s 
painsbegan.Shehadthenursewithher, 
but, by the rules of the elite arrange- 
ment, an obstetrical nurse, who had 
been trained to deli ver babies , was not 
allowed to do so. Only doctors could 
deliver babies, so when Rose’s labor 
began, the nurse became understand- 
ably nervous and tried to distract her, 
urginghertoignorethepainsandfight 
back the natural urge to push. Joe 
Kennedy had paid for a doctor, not a 
midwife, so the nurse knew she had to 
keepthebabyfrombeingbornuntilhe 
gotthere. 

KateCliffordLarson’sdescriptionof 
how she did it, like her many other 
descriptions of hideous wrongness 
committed by the Kennedy s for Rose 
mary ’ sgoodjiasthecompellingurgency 
of screenwriting. The “baby began 
enteringthebirthcanalandRosecould 
not resist the need to push with each 
more forceful contraction. . . .Then the 
babystartedcrowning,acrucialpointin 
the birthing process . ’ ’ When the doctor 
still did not arrive, “the nurse de 
manded thatRoseholdherlegstogeth- 
er tightly in the hope of delaying the 
baby’sbirth...andwhenthatfailedthe 
nurse resorted to another even more 
dangerous practice: holding the baby’s 
head and forcing it back into the birth 
canal for two excruciating hours” until 
thedoctorfinallyarrived. 

Itwaswellknownthatpreventingthe 
movementofthebabythroughthebirth 
canal could cause a lack of oxygen, 
exposing the baby to possible brain 
damage or physical disability, but the 
medical niceties had been observed. 
(And, Larson adds, the doctor could 
collect the then-enormous house-call 
feeof$ 1 25thathewouldhaveforfeited 
hadthenursedeliveredthebaby.) 

Rosemary looked healthy but was 
soonlaggingbehindincrawling, walk- 
ing, feedingherself,andotherdevelop- 
mental signs, until it was obvious that 
she was “different.” That was enough 
for Joe, to whom “different” was the 
ultimate trigger word. Being different 
meant being Irish instead of Brahmin, 
Cathdic instead of Protestant, rej ected 
instead of accepted: “He had long 
vowed never again to be subjected to 
outsiderstatus — norwouldhischildren 
be . They wouldexceline very thing . He 
would spendhis life grooming them to 
be accepted into those insider circles, 
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and he would not risk having any of 
themfaker.’Tnshort,hesawRosemary 
asathreat. 

Rose also had an unacceptable reac- 
tion that would be consigned to the 
Kennedy insight-shredding machine: 
SheidentifiedwithRosemary,whowas 
said to ‘Tag behind,” something Rose 
herselfhadbeenforcedtodobyherown 
father. As mayor of Boston, “Honey 
Fitz”Fitzger aldhadencouragedRo se ’ s 
musicaltalentsandintellectualbentand 
hadpromised to sendherto Wellesley, 
untilthearchbishoptoldhimhe would 
be seen as catering to the upper-class 
Protestanthierarchyandloselrishsup- 
port.Rose,hesaid,couldnotbeseenas 
a “New Woman” ; she had to go to a 
C atholic con ventcollege andbecome a 
Child of Mary, a member of a secular 
order that personified the “virgin 
brides, modest wives, and qu eenly 
mothers”oftheChurch. 

Roseobeyed — shealwayswould — but 
farfromlaggingbehindlikeRosemary, 
she became the fastest Child of Mary 
out of the starting gate. Let the New 
Woman have a career in the profes- 
sions, she wouldbecomeaProfessional 
Mother. Larson breathes new life into 
thefamiliarstoryofRose’scardfileon 


her children’ s colds and shots . It was 
much more, a multicolored archive of 
motherhood designed in the era of 
growinginterestinindustrialefficiency. 
TheKennedyhomewasRose’sfactory, 
boardroom, warehouse, shipping cen- 
ter, and sales floor, andRosemary, lag- 
ging behind, was the bad product who 
hadtoberedesigned. 

Untilherteens, Rosemary lived with 
the family and attended at least five 
different small special schools found 
throughtheChurchortheeffortsofthe 
childle s sE ddieMoore , Joe ’ sright-hand 
maninpoliticsandbusiness,whoknew 
thetruthandwasalsoRosemary’sgod- 
father. Rose was not always entirely 
truthfulabouttheextentofthegirl ’ sdif- 
ficulty, letting the teachers discover it 
for themselves . She learned to read a 
little and write simple sentences in a 
scrawlinglopsidedhand,thenwent home 
to learn how to be a Kennedy amid 
Rose’s dinner-table quizzes. Her sib- 
lings were enlisted to show her what 
sociallifewaslike — thesistersteaching 
her how to apply makeup without 
smearing the lipstick and the brothers 
takingherforbriefappearancesatprep- 
school dances , then whisking her back 
home and returning to the dance (J ack 


later said that he always feared she 
would do something embarrassing). 
And Joe Sr. , whenhe was home, doted 
on her to convince himself that he did 
not consider her a threat. Efforts to 
avoid strain for Ro semary ’ s sake put a 
strainoneverybody. 

Their only respite came in, of all 
places, England. When Joebecameour 
ambassador, Rose found an ideal 
Cathdic school deep in a rural county 
30 miles south of Lo ndon. It was a 
Montessori school, part of an educa- 
tional system then and even now con- 
sideredbysometobepermissive, built 
around ungraded classes geared to the 
student’s abilities regardless of age. 
Rosemary fit in at once and did really 
well for the first time. Rose was so 
delightedtoberidofthelagging-behind 
specterthatshedecidedtohaveherpre- 
sentedatCourt. 

Itwasanunforgivablecrue ltytosub- 
jectherto the nerve- destroying ordeal, 
but if photographs alone could tell the 
tale, Rosemary was the family’s star 
daughter, by far the prettiest, with no 
signsthatshewasbredintoothandjaw 
by Kennedy sand Fitzgeralds. She was 
also buxom, which the rest were not. 
Her only bad moment came when she 
stumbledinhercurtsytothe 
king and queen, but she 
caught herself in time and 
otherwise pe rformed per- 
fectly. 

Rosemary’s good days in 
England could last only as 
long as her father lasted as 
ambassador, and that was 
not going to be very long. 
Hisflatlystatedopinionthat 
England was finished and 
would be defeated by Hit 
ler’s Germany offended 
everyone except his eldest 
son, who agreed with him. 
Joe Jr., who had attended 
Rosemary’s presentation, 
admired much about the 
Third Reich, especially its 
policy of sterilizing the 
mentally unfit. “I don’t 
know where the Church 



stands,” he began carefully, 
“but. . .’’Hisfatherlistened 
withoutcomment,thenpro- 
ceeded to talk about “the 
Jews, but.. .’Thisincredible 
detachment persisted after 
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war was declared and Rose had to take 
the younger children and Rosemary 
home . Germany was going to win, her 
husbandtoldher,but“whenthingsset- 
tle down here under any regime,” the 
nuns at the Montessori school would 
be delighted to have Rosemary back. 
“That he was sure his daughter could 
return and live in a totalitarian state 
under a fascist government intolerant 
of people with disabilities reflects his 
increasingdisconnectwiththeEnglish 
people and with his own democratic 
go vernment, ’’Larson writes . 

Afterthreeblissfulyearsofprogress 
atherownpace, Rosemary returnedto 
Kennedy upheaval, uproars, upstaging, 
and one-upmanship. She degenerated 
fast, until November 1941, when she 
waslobotomized. 

Larson, the author of this superb 
book, is aconsultantfor various muse- 
ums and public-history projects on the 
role of women in our national identity. 
Her son was diagnosed at age 1 9 as a 
schizophrenic, so although she sees 
through the Kennedys she also sees 
with them. Knowing what it is like to 
confront private problems complicated 
by public attitudes , she includes excel- 
lent summaries about views on mental 
healthinearly-20th-centuryAmerica. 

It was abadtime to have achild like 
Rosemary, because there were no names 
forher. 4 ‘Retarded’ ’was stillinthefuture ; 
people said “backward” or “slow,” but 
theyalsosaid“half-wit,”“dumbbell,”and 
“simple-minded,” which soon became 
all-purposeslurs,asdidtheofficialmed- 
ical designations of “idiot,” “imbecile,” 
and 4 ‘moron . ’ ’ Worse yet, there was little 
real distinction between mentally slow 
andmentallyill. 

Even churches could be a problem. 
“Atthattime,”Larsonnoteswithirony, 
“the Roman C atholic Church routinely 
refu sedthe s acr aments ofho lye ommu- 
nion and confirmation to intellectually 
disabledchildren,especiallythosewith 
Do wnsy ndrome . . . .DidRosequestion 
areligionthatwouldhaveexcludedher 
child from some of the most holy of 
Catholicsacraments?” 

If the Kennedys kept their disabled 
childathome,sodidmostAmericans, 
albeitfordifferentreasons.Theresim- 
plywerenoinstitutions,andwhatfew 
there were resembled what one rare 
sur vi vorc ailed 4 ‘Purg atory, ’ ’dankhold 
ing pens for an indiscriminate mix of 


the mentally slow, the generally in 
sane,thesexuallyinsane,andthecrim- 
inally insane, all preyed upon by 
sadistickeepers. 

Nobodycaredwhathappenedtothem 
exceptmembersoftheEugenicsMove- 
ment that so won Joe Jr.’s approval. 
Larsonincludesanexcellentthumbnail 
history of the group and names some 
names: Theodore Roosevelt, John D. 
Rockefeller, andAndrewCarnegiewere 
the most prominent, but Margaret 
Sanger, founding mother of Planned 
Parenthood, goesunmentioned. 

Rosemary’s last home was a private 
institutioninWashingtonfromwhichshe 
escaped. Tall, strong, and increasingly 
violent, she overpowered her guardian 
andevidentlyforcedopenawindow.She 
wasfoundwalkingonthedarkstreetsat 
2 a.m. Now the fear of a sex scandal, 
always present once she had grown up 
butnever talked about, could no longer 
beignored.AtlastJoesawRosemaryas 
athreat.Ifshewereraped, impregnated, 
orkidnappedandforcedintoprostitution, 
everything he had done and planned for 
his family, especially the political career 
of Joe Jr. , whomheintendedtomakethe 
first Catholic president of the United 
States, would be ruined for good. Just 
howlonghehadconsideredthepossibility 
ofalobotomyisnotclear,butthe speed 
withwhichhearrangedRosemary’ssays 
much. It was done on November 28, 

1 94 1 , at George Washington University 
HospitalinD.C. 

The records are still there, but no 
names are attached, just numbers. 
Larson could not find out the number, 
but it doesn’t matter. Using her vast 
research into the operation, she relates 
whatanylobotomyislike — theneedto 
keep the patient awake with only local 
anesthesia, the terror he feels when he 
hears the drill cutting his brain inhalf , 
his gagging screams , the doctor urging 
him to recite the ABCs or nursery 
rhymes, his own responses becoming 
ever slower and more garbled as his 
brainfallsapart. 

Larson’ s styleis so vividandpo wer- 
ful that we want to read it through 
spread fingers like a jury looking at 
autopsyphotos .Iwas wipedoutwhenl 
finishedthebook. Hereis a writer who 
rejectstoday’spenny-anteresponsesof 
empathy and compassion and compels 
us instead to receive humanity ’ s sacra- 
mentof pity. NR 
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Fault Lines, by David Pryce-Jones 
(Criterion, 368 pp., $25) 

D avid Pryce-Jones is well 
known to readers of 
National Review for his 
pungent writings , butl sus- 
pectthatfewarefullyawareofthecom- 
plex and cosmopolitan background of 
this distinguished English man of let- 
ters.HewasborninViennainl936;his 
maternalancestorwasaJewishbanker, 
his paternal one a Welsh mail-order 
magnate. As arefugee from the Nazis, 
he had lived through more adventures 
bytheageofsixthanmostofushavein 
a lifetime. And he has continued to 
throw himself into the thick of global 
eventseversinceAllthisherecountsin 
Fault Lines , which must surely rank 
among the liveliest, wittiest, and most 
colorful World War II memoirs ever 
written. 

It may also be among the last. Now 
79,Pryce-Jonesbelongstoageneration 
that was justoldenoughtobe aware of 
theworld-historicalcatastropheunfold- 
ingaroundit.Nobodyyoungerwillhave 
any firsthand knowledge of the earth- 
quake that reshaped our world. The 
book’stitleingeniouslyevokesboththe 
tectonic shifts that provide the back- 
groundtothenarrativeandtheauthor ’ s 
lifelong need to take principled posi- 
tionsonpoliticalissues. 

All the characters in Fault Lines are 
kno wnby their fir stnames,andusually 
by nicknames or diminutives. “Poppy” 

Mr Johnson is the editor of Standpoint, a London- 
based political and cultural monthly magazine. 


NATIONAL REVIEW 43 






BOOKS, ARTS & MANNERS 


is David’s mother (really Therese), 
“Mitzi” is her mother, the baronin, 
“Jessie” his nanny, and so on. With so 
much genealogy, a family tree would 
havebeenhelpful ; but whatis depicted 
here is much more than an extended 
family:Itisacross-sectionofEurope’s 
pre-wararistocracy,bothlandedandin 
tellectual; the financial elite, das 
Fmaftzka/?/to/;andthehautebourgeoisie, 
das Grossburgertum , the leisured class . 
Pry ce- Jones sums up very well their 
unique combination of sophisticated 
entitlement and precarious vulnerability: 
“NotquiteJewishandnotquiteChristian, 
not quite Austrian and not quite French 
or English, not quite heterosexual and 
not quite homosexual, socially conven- 
tional but not quite secure, here were 
people not quite sure what their inheri- 
tancerequiredofthem. ” 

Much of the story he has to tell 
revolvesa roundhouses: the grandones 
where his mother’s family, the Fould- 
Springers, had their establishments 
(chief among them Royaument, a 
Cistercian abbot’s chateau near Paris; 
Meidling ,ahugees tateinViennaadj oin- 
ing the imperial palace of Schonbrunn; 
andMontreuil,the“dreamhouse”near 
Le Touquet that ultimately became the 
Museum of Hope, on a whim of the 
baronin), but also more-modest villas 
and lodgin gs, where David and his 
nanny found refuge on their flight 
across the Continent. Pryce-Jones is 
goodatevokingthesecontrastingambi- 
ences;indeed,heseemstohaveanenvi- 
able, almost photographic recall of 
everything that happened in his child- 
hood. Without this firsthand recollec- 
tionofeventswithProustianprecision, 
his book would be a chronicle of far- 
awayplacesofwhichmostpeoplenow 
knowno thing. 

The memoir isbasednotonlyonper- 
sonal knowledge — his own and that of 
his surviving cousins — but also on a 
large family archive, which has pre- 
served copious quantities of letters, 
diaries, andotherdocuments.Theresult 
isakindofmiracleofreconstructionas, 
before our eyes, the “world of yester- 
day” (as Stefan Zweig called it) rises 
again.Withthepainstakingtechniqueof 
a novelist, Pr yce-Jones assembles a 
mosaic of counties sdetailsthattogether 
build up an unforgettable portrait of a 
society unaware that it was in the final 
stagesofdisintegration. 


OnlyinEngland,whereDavidfinally 
arrived in September 1941 after atwo- 
yearseparationfromhisparents,didthe 
owners of stately homes preserve ves- 
tiges of their pre-war idyll for a few 
more years. If the world of Downton 
Abbey simply faded away, that of 
Meidling, Royaument, and their Jewish 
inhabitants was suddenly and brutally 
destroyed. Even the works of art care- 
fully coll ected over generations and 
confiscated by the Gestapo vanished 
without trace: Only one of the pictures 
ever resurfaced — in Vienna’s famous 
public gallery, the Belvedere. Pryce- 
Jones tells us that when, after fighting 
hisclaimfordecades,thecuratorswere 
forcedbythecourtstoreturnthepaint- 
ing ,theyaddedinsulttoinj urybytry ing 
to persuade him that he had a moral 
obligationtoletthemkeepit onloan. 

David adored his dreamy mother, 
Poppy, who spoke and wrote in a 
delightful fusion of English, French, 
and German: “C’etaittres gemutlich.” 
She also adored the child she had so 
nearly losttotheNazis:“Davidis very 
intelligent,” she wrote soon after his 
return. The book begins dramatically 
with the story of her death, soon after 
thel6-year-oldboyhadspentanAlpine 
vacation with her, blissfull y unaware 
thatheralwaysdelicatehealthhadsud- 
denlytakenaturnfortheworse.Apho- 
tographof her with David shows them 
smiling in the snow, the petite Poppy 
looking more like his elder sister than 
his mother. Three weeks later she had 
succumbedtocancer. 

A maternal substitute who emerges 
with great credit from this story is 
Jessie, the faithful nanny who brought 
David home in 1940-41 from Vichy 
France via Franco’s Spain, Salazar’s 
Portugal, Tangier in Morocco, and the 
U-boat-infested Atlantic. A little old 
lady in an old-fashioned cloche, she 
wrote letters to Poppy that reveal an 
indomitable spirit, andshewasevident- 
ly immensely resourceful in protecting 
her charge. They were helped by 
David’s uncle Eduardo, the Spanish 
consuhnBordeaux,whodefiedhisown 
fascistgovernmenttoissuethousands of 
visas to Jewsandotherrefugees.Hewas 
latercommemoratedasarighteousgen- 
tileatYadVashem. 

Themostelusiveofthedramatisper- 
sonae is also the one most familiar to 
American readers: Alan Pryce-Jones, 


the author ’ s father and sometime editor 
ofthe Time sLiter ary Supplement. Fault 
Lines passesoverAlan’sownautobiog- 
raphy, The Bonus of Laughter , in 
silence, butthepresentvolumeisbotha 
corrective and a reckoning. It is clear 
that David had a complex relationship 
with his father,nothelpedbythelatter’s 
bisexuality, concealed all his life and 
even in his obituaries when he died 1 5 
years ago, and their literary rivalry, 
which ended only when the Ford 
Foundation facilitated Alan’s emigra- 
tion to the U.S. He settled in Rhode 
Islandandspentthelastfourdecadesof 
hislifethere. 

Pryce-Jones Senior seems to have 
been quite a chameleon: from youthful 
poseur, cruisingaroundl930sParisina 
milieu where makeup, drugs, and rent 
boyswerederigueur,toBletchleyPark 
codebreakerinwartime, toliteraryman- 
about-towningrimandgrimypost-Blitz 
Fondon, pursued by a duchess (“Mid 
nightMollie”Buccleuch)whilesecretly 
consorting with American sailors and 
rentboys. 

David’s discovery of his f ather’s 
otherlifeputanendtoearlyhero wor- 
ship. The poet John Betjeman, who 
knew Alan as well as anybody, com- 
paredhimtoanonion : 4 4 Youpeeloffthe 
skin and there’s always another skin. 
Those who don’ t love him think that 
after the last skin there ’ll be nothing. 

We who love himknow there is some- 
thingbut whatitis we shall never find 
out.”Daviddidfindout, however, that 
his father had paid a psychiatrist to 
writeareportabouthim : 4 Tnthis vie wl 
didn’t love Alan, and the reason was 
very simple: He wasn’t rich enough.” 
Another old friend, Noel Annan, told 
David: “Youdorealize,don’tyou, that 
your father is madly jealous of you?” 
One ofthe many Rothschilds who sur- 
face here indiscreetly repeated to the 
author his father ’ s poignant question : 
“WhathaveldonetoDavidthathedis- 
likesm esomuch?” 

AnEnglishboywithaJewishmoth- 
er,Davidmightnothavesurvivedifthe 
Nazis had nabbed him; yet it never 
occurredtohimthathemightcountas 
Jewish himself. Years later, when he 
wenttoschoolatEton,hefoundanote 
on his desk: 44 Your mother is a dirty 
Jewess.” David recognized the hand- 
writing as belonging to the son of a 
banker and complained to his house- 
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master, Oliver Van Oss (known as 
O V O) , who had the sense to take both 
boysasideandtellthemthattherewere 
nowthreepeopleoflewishorigininthe 
room. The same teacher took David’s 
sidewhentheschoollibrarianreported 
himf orrequesting‘ Tilth. ’’Hehadasked 
for George Orwell’s Nineteen Eighty - 
Four , which his father had just re- 
viewed for the TLS. “That evening, 

O V O came to find me in my room to 
say,‘YoumustforgiveMr.Cattley,heis 
averysimplesoul. ’ ” 

Despite the angst that was the price 
hepaidforgrowingupinsuchaworld, 
the young David seems to have had 
unlimitedconfidenceandajoiedevivre 
thatenabledhimtoslayafewGoliaths 
and to woo the woman of his dreams. 

This was Clarissa Caccia, daughter of 
an Anglo-Italian diplomat. She, like 
David, haddicedwithdeathduringthe 
war (her ship was dive-bombed by the 
GermansoffGreece) ,shehadgro wnup 
in post-war Vienna, and David had 
known her brother at Eton. Clarissa 
proved to be the perfect wife for him 
and — despitelosingabeloveddaughter, 
Sonia, ininfancy — theyhavebeenhap- 
pilymarriedeversince.Thefinalchap- 
ters of this memoir chart their early 
years together and the vicis situde s that 
accompanied them. It ends with the 
death of the matriarch Mitzi, also 
known as Granny Wooster. She had 
been married to a man called Frank 
Wooster, ahomosexual with whomshe 
had lived more or less happily in a 
menage a trois with his lover Paul 
Goldschmidt. The name “Wooster” is 
nocoincidence : Frankplay edgolf with 
P.G.Wodehouse. 

Anequallyimportanttheme, though, 
is the coming of age of David Pryce- 
Jones . This is only hinted at, but it is 
clearthathesoonthrewofftheshack- 
lesofconventionalliberalismonsuch 
matters as the Cold War and Israel. In 
the end, he was disillusioned by the 
experienceofbeingcheatedoutofhis 
inheritance by his uncle Elie de 
Rothschild. Butthatdisappointmentis 
far outweighed by the knowledge that 
he has lived the intellectual life at 
which his father was too feckless to 
persevere, thatheandClarissaplowed 
theirownfurrow,andthathehasnever 
tolerated the intolerable. Not a bad 
reckoning, alltold.Bringonthesequel, 
Mr.Pryce-Jones. NR 



The 

iFranzen 

RANDY BOYAGODA 



Purity: A Novel by Jonathan Franzen 
(Farrar, Straus, 576 pp., $28) 

T he publication of a new 
J onathanFranzenno velhasa 
lot in common with the re- 
lease of a new iPhone : B oth 
early- autumn events are greeted with 
absurd amounts of anticipation, excite- 
ment, and derision, along with much 
commentary, and analysis of the com- 
mentary , etc . Tob e sure , there areother 
importantnovelists working today, and 
likewise various sorts of whiz-bang 
smartphones , but only Franzen and the 
iPhone dominate conversations in this 
manner, and withgoodreason: Inboth 
cases, even when a new release really 
doesn’ t represent a dramatic advance 
on its hallowed predecessors, it’s still 
pretty impressive. 

Following on Franzen’s most recent 
novels, The Corrections (2001) and 
Freedom (20 10), funny and very smart 
both, Purity reads like the work of a 
maj or writer who ’ s become a little too 
practiced at his bravura storytelling. 
Once more, Franzen has worked up a 
sprawling novel that’s impressively of- 
the-moment in its political and cultural 
referentsandstorylines,whilealsokeen- 
ly attuned to the stormy relationships, 
interior lives, and self-understandings 
ofthepeoplelivingthroughtheintensi- 
ties of that moment. “She was like a 
bank too big in her mother ’ s economy 

Mr. Boy ago das most recent book is Richard John 
Neuhaus: A Life in the Public Square. He is 
a professor of American studies at Ryerson University 
in Toronto. 


tofail,”Franzentellsusontheopening 
page of the novel, introducing the 
novel’s namesake protagonist, Purity 
“Pip”Tyler.Franzen’sdistinctivegiftis 
to take a universal situation — a young 
woman’s just making her way into the 
widerworldandalreadydoneinbythe 
demands of her parent — and make it 
feelfreshandimmediatebydrawingon 
averycurrentvernaculartoexpressthe 
character ’sdifficulties, whilealsomak- 
ing fun of the character’s grandiose 
self-dramatizing. 

Pip is a monstrously self-involved 
and self-pitying young woman, and 
more or less an archetypal 2 1 st-century 
elite American loser: “From somewhere 
incollege, Piphadgottentheidea...that 
the height of civilization was to spend 
Sundaymorningreadinganactualpaper 
copyoftheSunday NewYorkTimes ata 
cafe.” Stuck with $130,000 in debt 
from a vague higher education, when 
she’snotflippingthroughthe Times she 
works for an alternative-energy collec- 
tive, RenewableSolutions.Tothedegree 
thatsheunderstandsherduties,hertele- 
marketing workamounts to convincing 
people to let her company apply for 
governmentrebatesontheirbehalf(and 
ofcoursetakeacutforitstrouble) .She 
lives in Oakland, in a decrepit house 
fullofnaturalandideologicalslackers, 
and she’s prone to falling for married 
men and to screwing up opportunities 
with good guys, including a guy who 
also reads the Times on Sunday morn- 
ingsatcafes.Also,she’sobsessedwith 
her reclusive hypochondriac mother, 
who lives in a cabin in northern Cali 
forniaandrefusestodivulgeanyinfor- 
mation about her own past, or about 
Pip’s father, beyond stressing that he 
was abusive and is (fortunately) long 
gonefromtheirlives . 

Pip discovers that her mother has 
unapologetically lifted all evidence of 
spousal abuse from someone else’s 
memoir, andthisleadstooneofthepro- 
tagonist’smanytantrums.Soonenough, 
however, Pip gets over herself enough 
to be drawn into a much more compli- 
cated and intrigue-filled adventure 
involvingtwomemashadowy Internet 
activist-provocateur, and a crusading 
investigative journalist. Her involve- 
ments with them offer Pip assorted 
opportunities to figure out what she 
reallyoughttodowithherlife,andalso 
to disco ver truths abouther self andher 


NATIONAL REVIEW 45 




BOOKS, ARTS & MANNERS 

family’s past. To be sure, she pursues 
all of this with lots more tantrums, 
snits, and sulks, which Franzen de- 
scribes in great detail, moving effort- 
lesslybackandforthalongacontinuum 
ranging from generous sympathy to 
spiking satire. 

Piprepresentstheyoungmiddlepoint 
in a triangle that also involves the 
book’s two maj or male characters . The 
first, Andreas Wolf, comes of age in 
East Berlin, near the end of the Cold 
War. He’s the son of a powerful Party 
official, which affords much cover 
while he hangs around church base- 
ments looking for vulnerable young 
womenhecanconsolebytakingthemto 
hisfather’sdachaAlothariofullofself- 
loathing,anderraticinthought, feeling, 
andact,hekillsaStasiofficerwhohad 
beenmolestinghisownstepdaughter,a 
15-year-old whom Wolf himself was 
pursuing. This faux-Raskolnikov act 
sets in motion a self- seeking campaign 
for concealment and preservation that 
coincides with thefallofthe Wall and, 
in turn, with the opening up of East 
Germany’s secret files on its citizens. 
Cannyandtelegenic,Wolfseizesasud- 
den chance at fame and, instead of 
beingjustanothercitizenransackingan 
archive building to find out what the 
stateknewabouthim,hearrangeshim- 
self in front of television cameras and 
becomestheself-styledleaderinacam- 
paign to reveal all the many secrets of 
thestate. 

He is subsequently interviewed by 
Tom Aberant, a young American and 


would-be journalist moving around 
Europe.Wolfconfidestohimabouthis 
murderousdeedandthenfurtherimpli- 
cates him in a final effort to conceal 
this , before he begins his new life and 
career, as a famed exposer of state 
secretsaroundtheglobe. 

Bytheseconddecadeofthenewcen- 
tury, Wolf and his “Sunlight Project” 
are fully digital and openly competing 
withJulianAssangeandhisWikiLeaks. 
“TheStasiwasthebestfriend[Andreas 
had]everhad — untilhemetthelntemet. 
He’ d found a way to use both of them 
whilestandingapartfromthem. . . .For 
allthegoodworktheSunlightProject 
did, it now functioned mainly as an 
extension of his ego.” That ego is 
exceedingly well tended to by the tal- 
ented, idealistic, and variously dam- 
agedyoungpeopleWolfattractstohis 
cultish headquarters in a jungle in 
Bolivia. Fittinginonlytoowellinthis 
milieu, and looking for an excuse to 
get away from her smothering mother 
and pointless job, Pip joins Wolf and 
his group. 

After becoming Wolf’s confidante 
andin-housespyviasomerobusthead 
games and awkward and aggressive 
sexualactivity,andafterlotsofambiva- 
lenceandupset,she’sreroutedtowork, 
ostensibly, for Tom Aberant. In the 
years since he met Wolf inB erlin , he ’ s 
become the thoughtful publisher of an 
onlineinvestigativenewspaperbasedin 
Denver. Aberant has a backstory less 
dramatic than Wolf ’s, but still compli- 
cated: a youthful, ill-fated marriage 



SLUMBERING ORION 


As first light gently pulls the dawn across the earth, 

Supine Orion readies his bed for the dream of day, and 
Slumbers within sight of the tranquil Pleiades 
Now cloaked by the glowing summer moon and, soon, the sun. 

At sunfall when night next crosses east to west, 

Orion rises late with sword unsheathed and shield uplifted, and 
Strews the embers from his forge into the darkness of the night, 
And sets to glowing these diamonds on black velvet smooth to touch. 

From age to age his valiant stance unchanged, 

Once his ancient eponym held dominion o’er the earth. 

Knows he now the obeisance that is due, 

Hunter s turned to hunted by the founder of the forge. 


-RONALD EDWARD CROCKER 


mashed up with romantic j ournalistic 
ambitions , all of which we learn about 
in an extended segment that Franzen 
situatesintheheartofthenoveljustas 
its many-threaded present- time plot is 
settotighten. 

Longtime Franzen readers will be 
accustomed to the formal method he 
deploys in urity , of interlocking a 
series of long chapters, almost novel- 
las, each dedicated to a single charac- 
ter. Indeed, it’s in this very structure 
thatagreatdealofthereadingpleasure 
ofthenovelistobefound, specifically 
indiscoveringhowthemaincharacters 
connect to one another. At the same 
time , though, Aberant ’ sbackstory isn ’ t 
that engaging. Franzen’s rendering of 
young Tom and his erratic wife recall 
much of Pip ’ s youthful way s , but with 
notnearlyenoughaccompanyingsatire, 
and this part of the novel reads finally 
as a little too self-indulgent. As such, 
the segment significantly undermines 
the propulsive energy of the novel’s 
mainstory :Pip ’ ssemi- wittinginvolve- 
mentin Wolf ’ s s cheme to obtaininf or- 
mation about Aberant and his news 
organization on the assumption that 
AberantisgoingtorevealWolf’smur- 
derous past to the world and thereby 
destroy the Sunlight Project and Wolf 
himself.ThisservesasameansforPip 
simultaneously to learn shocking de- 
tails about her mother and to discover 
theidentityofherfather. 

Bylateinthenovel,allofthisisfully 
revealed, and it’s then that Franzen 
leaves off all the smart cultural obser- 
vation and the fine-ticking multi-part 
storyline for something far more tradi- 
tional : Pip must decide j ust how much 
loveandforgiveness shecanoffer, and 
receive, from the people in her life. 
“Weak people hold grudges, Mom. 
Strong people forgive,” she declares, 
andfor once with this character, this is 
nomererantorideal,butinsteadanidea 
thatrings true to experience. Franzen is 
toomucharealistaboutthehumancon- 
dition to leave his Dickensian-named 
protagonist with the great expectation 
thathercrowninginsightwillbeeasily 
shared and perfectly lived out by her 
loved ones. But we know that at the 
very least, Pip will herself keep trying 
for love and forgiveness, thanks to the 
affecting final paragraph of urity ,the 
great Jonathan Franzen’s good-enough 
newbook. NR 
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Film 

No Direction 
Home 

ROSS DOUTHAT 

T his will be a dissent, though 
not a particularly angry one. 
Just about everyone seems to 
love The Martian , Ridley 
Scott’s new film about an astronaut 
marooned on the Red Planet, and there 
is, indeed, agreatdealtoenjoy aboutit. 

But it’s also somewhat overpraised; it 
startsverystrong,butinareversalofthe 
usual way of this kind of lost-in- space 
movie, itactuallylosesenergyandinter- 
estasourhero’sdeliveranceapproaches. 

WebegininthemiddleofaMarsmis- 
sion, with the astronauts already safely 
landedontheMartiansurface, bantering 
as they excavate red dirt around their 
spacecraft. Then, suddenly, adust storm 
looms , there’ s a scramble for therocket, 
andoneoftheparty — MarkWatney,the 
botanist, played by Matt Damon — gets 
hit by a flying piece of equipment and 
carriedoffintothedarkness.Therestof 
the crew can ’ t find him, the ship has to 
takeoff, andafteritleapstosafetywesee 
theheadofNASA(JeffDaniels)inform- 
ing a crowd of journalists that Watney 
didn’ tmakeit,thathediedonMars . 

Exceptthathedidn’t: He’s alive, ma 
rooned, with enough life support and 
foodtolastmaybesixmonths ,no wayto 
communicatewithEarth,andtheprospect 
ofafour-yearwaituntilthenextmanned 
mission is scheduled to arrive. In the 
harshestenvironmentimaginable,hehas 
tofigureoutawaytostayalive. 

This is the setup, the first 20 minutes, 
and for a while afterward the movie 
crackles. Damon’s Watney declines to 
stare into the abyss ; instead, he cracks 
wise to his video diary, winks and mugs 
and generally maintains a buoyant (if 
slightlyruefuljoptimismAndthenhesets 
out,TomSwift-style,to“science’’hisway 
to survival, whetherthatmeans using his 
fellowastronauts’excretionstofertilizea 
potatocroporliterallyconjuringwaterout 
ofthinair(andbuminghy drogen) . 

Back on Earth, meanwhile, NASA 
finally figures out that he’s survived, at 
which point a team of bureaucrats and 


nerds — Daniels as the heavy, Kristen 
Wiig as his PR rep, Chiwetel Ejiofor, 
BenedictWong,DonaldGlover,andSean 
Beanasvariousscientistsandspacewhis- 
perers — hastofigureouthowtocommu- 
nicate with him, how to ship him more 
supplies ,andho wtobreakthene wstohis 
shipmates (who are now headed for 
Earthjthatwhentheylefthimfoideadhe 
was actually still kicking. Anditdoesn’t 
give much away, I hope, to reveal that 
when those shipmates — led by Jessica 
Chastain’s captain, with Michael Pena 
andKateMaraamonghercrew — finally 
findoutwhat’sgoingon,theyhavetheir 
ownideasaboutgoingbacktogethim. 

Those ideas should set the movie up 
forarousing,movingfinish;it’savaria- 
tiononthe Apollo 13 and Gravity narra- 
tive, and those are films whose finales 
neverfailtoputalumpinyour(oratleast 
my) throat. But The Martian spends its 
first hour working hard not to be those 
movies : refusing to play up the pathos, 
making Watney’s resourcefulness the 
mainstory,decliningtogivehimeithera 
tragicbackstoryorawifeorfamilywait- 
ingbackonEarth. Whichis fine, excel- 
lent even, while Watney’s mostly by 
himself — it’s nice to see a movie about 
space flight that isn’t just about getting 
safely home — but then when it comes 
timefortherescueplan,theobstaclesand 
solutionsbecometoopredictable,andthe 
movie goes to the well of deep emotion 
andfindsitmostlyempty. 


Thebiggest problemhere is the crew. 
ThecharactersbackonEarthdon’tquite 
have the lived-in feel of the Mission 
Control types in Apollo 13 ; Daniels’s 
waspishbadcopistheonlyonewhofeels 
completely true to life . But they at least 
havealottoargueaboutanddo,andso 
their scenes have energy and verve. 
Watney’s ere wmates, though, have only 
the barest hints of backstory, and while 
we’reconstantly tolcl howtheyfeelabout 
their lost comrade , none of them — and 
these are fine actors — comes close to 
expressing anything beyond generic 
angst and bland nobility. (It doesn’t 
help that there are so many of them.) 
Again, the comparison with Apollo 13 , 
in which B ill Paxton and Kevin B aeon 
inhabited deeply recognizable human 
being s alongideTomHanks ’ sHanksian 
JimLovell,leavesthiscrewofastronauts 
seemingsmooth, generic, empty. 

Whichis aproblem,becauseit’sthe 
crewthathastohelpcarrythefilm’scli- 
max, when lives will be risked and 
knottyspace-mathpuzzlessolvedwhile 
crowds wait in Times Square to hear 
whether our heroes will be coming 
home. These scenes are . . . fine, but 
they don ’ t have nearly the power they 
should. Instead of a culmination, they 
feellikeanall-too-predictablefinishto 
amoviethatwasmuchmoreinteresting 
whenDamonwasallbyhimself, count- 
ing days and potatoes with red waste- 
landsallaround. NR 
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Happy Warrior BY JONAH GOLDBERG 

The Napier Doctrine 


S ome ofyouprobablyknowthestory,buttoo 
many people don ’ t . S o I will repeat it here . 
General Charles Napier was the British 
commander-in-chief of colonial India. His 
most notable military accomplishment was conquering 
the province of Sindh — now in modern Pakistan — 
despitenothavingbeeninstructedtodo so .After secur- 
ingvictory,hereportedlysentaone-wordmessageback 
to the Home Office: “Peccavi.” In Latin, “Peccavi” 
means“Ihavesinned.” 

But that’s not the story I have in 
mind. Ononeoccasionadelegationof 
HindupriestscametoNapiertorepeat 
their objection to the British prohibi- 
tion of sati , the practice of widows ’ 
throwing themselves onto their hus- 
bands’funeralpyres,sometimesunder 
compulsion.YouBrits,theyexplained, 
donotappreciatewhatavenerablecus- 
tomthisisinlndia. 

Napierreplied: 

Beitso.Thisburningofwidowsisyour 
custom;preparethefuneralpile.Butmy 
nationhasalsoacustom.Whenmenburn 
womenalivewehangthem,andconfiscatealltheirprop- 
erty.Mycarpentersshallthereforeerectgibbetsonwhich 
to hang all concerned when the widow is consumed. Let 
usallactaccordingtonational customs. 

Yes , yes ,letusallnotethatimperialismisanuglything . 
Butthisisstillagloriousexampleofmightandrightwork- 
ingmtandem.Toooftenwearetaught,inakindofimplied 
fallacy, that because “might doesn’t make right,” might 
must always be wrong. There is nothing wrong with 
po wer, perse, only withtheabuseofit.Speakingtruthto 
poweris afine thing, butsometimes the truthone should 
speakis“Staythecourse.” 

The Napier anecdote has been rattling around in my 
brain for weeks, ever since the NewYorkTimes reported 

that American soldiers have been ordered to ignore ram- 
pantchildrapebyAfghanmilitias,evenonU.S. military 
bases.SpecialForcescaptainDanQuinnbeatthetaroutof 
an Afghan commander who ’ d kept a boy chained to his 
bedasasexslave.Asaresult,Quinnhasbeendrummed 
outofthemilitary. 

Of course, the Pashtun fondness for buggering young 
boys is well known. Kandahar ’s reputation as the ped- 
erastycapitalofSouthAsia — worsttouristsloganever! — 
goes backcenturies . The practice, called bacha bazi , is a 

kind of Veblenesque “conspicuous consumption.” Rich 
andpowerfulmen — chiefly warlords — takeonsexslaves 
asastatussymbol.Theunpopularityofthepracticehelped 
fueltheriseoftheTaliban,whichbannedit.Localvillage 


elderscomplainedtoQuinnandothersabouthowpreda- 
tory the militias had become . So beating the child rapist 
canbeunderstoodasanimprovisationalefforttowinthe 
heartsandmindsofthelocals.Butevenifnot,itwasthe 
rightthingtodo. 

I’mnowild-eyedidealist.Ifweabsolutelyneedtoally 
ourselveswithscummy,backwardpeopleinfurtheranceof 
a broader strategic imperative, so be it. But you know 
whatTToleranceisatwo-waystreet.Ourtroopsaretaught 
toadheretomanylocalcustomsaroundtheworldasasign 

ofrespect.Takeoffyourshoeswhenyou 
enter their homes . Eatfromthe commu- 
nalbo wl withy ourrighthandonly. Etc. 

Well, in return, our allies should be 
expected to meet the minimum require- 
mentsofourculture Andwayuphighon 
the list of good manners in the West — 
muchhigher, infact, thantheproperuse 
of salad forks or covering your mouth 
when you cough — is: Do Not Rape 
Young Boys When You Are a Guest of 
the Americans. An important follow-up 
in the etiquette manual would state : “If 
youwishtofollowyourowncustomsin 
this matter, take note : Itis an American 
custom to beat the stuffing out of men who chain up and 
rapeyoungboys.” 

Suchcivilizationalconfidenceisbeingtaughtoutofour 
children today. Itis anoutrage to even suggestthatthere 
might be something to celebrate about Western civiliza- 
tion, beyond, of course, its capacity to immolate itself in 
thenameof“self-criticism.” 

Nietzschewasrightwhenhesaidthat“everynationhas 
itsownTartuffery,andcallsthatitsvirtue.”AndObama 
was right when he suggested that every country thinks 
it’sexceptionalinitsownway.Andeveryparentisright 
to thinkthathis kidis special . One can acknowledge all 
ofthesethingswithoutmakingthenihilist’sleapintothe 
beliefthattherearenomeaningfulmoraldistinctions.All 
kidsarespecialtosomeone,buteveryonecanagreewho 
thepianoprodigyis — andisn’t.Everycountryisexcep- 
tional, but not in equal measure. As the late William 
Henry Illputitinhisbook InDefense of Elitism : “Itis 

s c ar cely the s ame thing to put aman on the moon as to 
put a bone in your nose.” Every culture has its pieties 
and therefore its Tartuffian hypocrisies, but not all 
pieties areequal. 

TheironyisthatitistheLeftthatteachesthatallcultures 
areequallygood,whilefailingtorecognizethelogicalcon- 
sequencesofthisidea.Ifallculturesareequal,thenthere 
is no outside standard by which to condemn some and 
praiseothers .Ifthat’ sthecase,thenthereisnomoralargu- 
ment against, s ay, the once proud B ritish custom of con- 
queringothercountriesandcivilizingthem. NR 
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EXCLUSIVE AT- COST OFFER 

Nationwide Coin and Bullion Reserve announces the release of 
2,500 congressionally authorized, fully backed by the U.S. Government, 
$5 gold coins at the incredibly low price of only $111.00 each. 



SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS NOW 
AVAILABLE FOR ORDERS OVER $ 25,000 


_ you had $25,000 in gold in 2001 
at $290 per ounce you would have 
over $100,000 at today’s gold prices. 
Numerous experts are now predicting 
gold at $5,000 an ounce. Your $25,000 
could be worth $125,000 in the near 
future. This at cost offer for American 
citizens may be your final opportunity to 
own government gold free of dealer mark 
up. Due to extremely limited supplies we 
must adhere to a strict limit of ten coins 
per household. 


P0KML RILIAM 

Nationwide Coin and Bullion Reserve has 
set these beautiful U.S. Government gold 
coins for immediate public release and 
cannot guarantee sufficient inventory to 
supply current demand. This at cost public 
offer will sell out immediately. Overage 
orders might be cancelled and your checks 
returned uncashed. Ordering now might be 
your last chance to own these magnificent 
government issued gold coins at this level. 
Order now to avoid disappointment. 
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KEY CODE: NRM-151034 

Prices subject to change due to fluctuations in gold market. 
Prices will remain at dealer cost. 



MINIMUM ORDER 5 COINS 

Coins enlarged to show detail. 



